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CHAPTER 1. INTRODUCTION 
On June 27 and 28th, 1969, a gay bar in Greenwich Village called Stonewall was 
raided by the New York police. The difference between the raid on Stonewall and other 
police raids was the reaction of the bar patrons. As one author describes the event, "drag 
queens, dykes, street people, and bar boys confronted the police first with jeers ... and then 
with a hail of coins, paving stones, and parking meters" (Adam, 1987:75). Stonewall was 
not the first example of homosexual political protest. A police campaign against Los 
Angeles gay bars in 1967 had sparked a rally of several hundred on Sunset Boulevard 
(D'Emilio, 1983). Yet, the Stonewall riots are often perceived as the trigger initiating the 
gay/lesbian liberation movement just as Rosa Parks' refusal to yield her bus seat is credited 
with igniting the black civil rights movement. 
Social movement research demonstrates that isolated events are important, but only 
one factor contributing to movement emergence. In addition, there are the potential 
participants who are affected by a set of structural conditions, but not all will engage in 
social movement activities. Depending upon which theoretical perspectives is chosen, other 
important factors such as resources, elite support, emotional state of the participants, and the 
political environment all create conditions conducive or nonconducive to movement 
emergence. 
The social movement research lacks an analytical study of the gay/lesbian rights 
movement. The focus of this research is to discover why some members of the aggrieved 
gay/lesbian population participate within the gay/lesbian liberation movement while others 
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are politically inactive. An additional concern is the identiAcation of environmental factors 
important to movement success. 
Throughout this analysis lesbians, gays, and bisexuals, will be referred to as gays and 
lesbians. The majority of books and articles on the subject provide historical assessments. 
While historical facts are necessary to situate movements, aiding in the analytical process, 
such research does not ask fundamental questions that could explain movement participation. 
Explaining participation is important since politically inactive gays and lesbians are 
considered the movement's most valuable potential resource (Schur, 1980). Mobilizing this 
group is a top priority for gay/lesbian activists (Bullert, 1987). 
The theoretical perspective chosen for this research is an adaptation of McAdam's 
political process model (1982) which he applied to black insurgency. This model uses a 
macro perspective while still retaining important micro concepts. While the data set used 
did not contain the information allowing a more macro-historical analysis, many of 
McAdam's concepts were borrowed and used at the micro-level. 
Many of the major findings are congruent with the political sociology and social 
psychological research. For example, this research found that media exposure, 
organizational contact, group identification, homophobia, discrimination, and political 
efficacy were important concepts to consider in an analysis of the gay/lesbian liberation 
movement. 
McAdam's model also proved useful as the results demonstrate that concepts such as 
social control, organizations, and the collective attributions of political efficacy and 
perceptions of unjustness contribute to explaining the political participation of homosexuals 
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within the gay/lesbian liberation movement. 
Interesting differences emerge when the overall sample is divided into males and 
females. With females, a much more parsimonious model can be developed that explains 
about the same amount of variability in political participation as the model for males. While 
the research reported here generally confirms the use of concepts from McAdam's model, 
future research should move beyond this analysis by attempting a more macro-historical 
perspective. 
Clearer conceptualization and operationalization of variables will yield more precise 
information resulting in a more comprehensive understanding of reality. Most importantly, 
when dealing with any subculture, time spent learning the language, customs, and interaction 
patterns yields a stronger survey tool that is much more salient to both researcher and 
respondent. 
Social movement research usually does not consider the implications of success. It 
attempts to explain the barriers and promoters of movement emergence, the persistence of 
the movement, and the factors leading to movement decline. However, policy is an 
important consideration that ought to be given more thought and subject to scientific 
examination. Too often, legislation and other types of policy dealing with gays and lesbians 
have been defeated on the basis of popular prejudices. Some examples include that 
homosexuals molest children in order to increase membership, legalizing homosexuality will 
lead to unisex bathrooms, and homosexual teachers convert their students to homosexuality 
(Harry and Devall, 1978). The lack of scientific analysis in the areas of policy lead to 
hysterical misconceptions about homosexuals dominating public policy debate. 
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William Julius Wilson, in his book The Truly Disadvantaged. (1987) discusses policy 
and the conservative/liberal debate. He notes that one of the factors contributing to 
conservative domination and success is that liberals have been put on the defensive. Since 
their time is consumed responding to conservative arguments, they no longer control the 
agenda of the debate. Nor do they advance any liberal alternatives. In many respects this 
argument can be applied to the policy debate surrounding gays and lesbians who until 
recently, have been so busy responding to exaggerated claims of child molestation, public 
sex, and immorality, that they have not been able to control the agenda of the debate much 
less put anti-gay rights supporters and the "new right" on the defensive. The policy chapter 
discusses issues on the agenda of gay/lesbian activists while still acknowledging possible 
concerns of those not supporting gay rights. 
Subsequent chapters will: (1) examine the history of the gay/lesbian liberation 
movement; (2) discuss the social movement literature and examine potential theoretical 
models; (3) delineate a conceptual model to explain individual participation in the movement 
supported by a review of the literature; (4) discuss data collection methods and scales utilized 
in the operationalization of independent and dependent variables; (5) fully delineate research 
results; (6) discuss the major findings and areas for future research; and finally, (7) consider 
the implications of movement success for public policy. 
To fully understand the findings and implications of this research, it is necessary to 
situate these facts within an historical framework. Chapter Two provides a brief history of 
the gay/lesbian liberation movement. 
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CHAPTER 2. HISTORY OF THE MOVEMENT 
The history of this movement is lengthy rendering a comprehensive treatment here 
impossible. However, several historical events are significant to understanding the struggle 
of gay men and lesbian women. Therefore, a limited history of the movement will be 
presented. In addition, this chapter will: (1) delineate the ideology and goals of the gay 
rights movement; (2) discuss the use of current strategies; and (3) examine the current status 
of the movement. 
Ideology and Goals 
Like all social movements, the gay/lesbian rights cause has its own goals and 
accompanying ideology. The major overarching goal of this movement is "attaining full 
social acceptance of homosexuality as a viable, healthy, normal alternative lifestyle on a par 
with heterosexuality" (Bullert, 1987:3). Various specific goals are encompassed under this 
broad statement. 
The first is the establishment of homosexuals as a deprived minority entitled to civil 
rights status akin to the situation of blacks, Hispanics, and women (Harry & Devall, 1978). 
A second goal is the mobilization of "closet" or discrete homosexuals. This silent minority 
is perceived as a great source of potential political power. 
Another goal is legitimizing long-term gay/lesbian relationships. The benefits that 
heterosexuals currently enjoy through marriage such as tax breaks and coverage of spouses 
under medical and dental policies could then be applied to gay/lesbian couples (Harry & 
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Devall, 1978). The movement seeks the repeal of state statutes prohibiting sexual behavior 
between consenting homosexual adults. Additionally, the movement seeks the inclusion of 
statutes into state codes protecting gays/lesbians from employment and housing 
discrimination. Included within this category are gays afflicted with the AIDS virus. These 
individuals would be defined as handicapped, thus preventing further discrimination. The 
movement opposes mandatory AIDS testing as a violation of civil rights (Schneider and 
Lewis, 1984; Bullert, 1987). 
The ideology supporting these movement goals contains four basic principles: "(1) 
homosexuality is genetically or biologically caused, (2) homosexuals constitute ten percent 
of the population, (3) homosexuality is a healthy, normal alternative lifestyle which harms 
no one, and (4) homosexuals are no more prone to engage in child abuse than heterosexuals" 
(Bullert, 1987:3; Harry & Devall, 1978). This last premise is necessary due to the 
widespread misconception that homosexuals molest children. Although the majority of 
sexual abuse is committed against female children by male perpetrators (Pagelow, 1984), 
child molestation is thought to be a homosexual recruiting technique (Rubin, 1978). 
Before society accepts and treats homosexuals equally, this ideology would also have 
to be accepted by the larger society. To believe that homosexuality is biological or genetic 
takes blame off of the homosexual community and affords homosexuality the label of a 
natural condition. Persons who believe homosexuality is inborn are more sympathetic and 
supportive of gay/lesbian rights (Schneider and Lewis, 1984). 
Accepting the second proposition, that homosexuals comprise ten percent of the 
population, gives the homosexual community a sense of political power due to the sheer 
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number of homosexuals. Ten percent of the population is approximate to the black 
proportion of the population. To achieve these goals, several strategies are used; one such 
technique, "outing," is unique to the gay/lesbian movement. 
Strategies of the Gay Rights Movement 
The political tactics of the gay rights movement are a combination of lobbying 
techniques, demonstrations, and consciousness-raising directed at several different types of 
institutions, including government, religion, family, education, and the medical profession. 
Like other political groups, it has made use of financial contributions through the use of 
political action committees (Schneider and Lewis, 1984; Bullert, 1987). 
Its organized activism seeks to challenge the positions of churches and the legal 
system. At the state and local levels, several attempts have been made to enact gay rights 
laws and ordinances; the majority have been defeated. 
At the national level Georgia's anti-sodomy statute was challenged in the U.S. 
Supreme Court. "In a sharply disputed 5-4 decision, the Supreme Court upheld a Georgia 
law that makes it a felony, punishable by 20 years in prison for consenting adults to commit 
sodomy-oral or anal sexual relations" (Press, 1986:36). The Bowers v. Hardwick case 
failed to establish a right of privacy that has been previously affirmed for heterosexual 
couples in both the Griswold and Eisenstadt decisions for married and unmarried couples 
respectively. While many gay rights groups were outraged by the Hardwick v. Bowers 
decision, about twenty-five states have decriminalized consentual sodomy. An exception is 
Missouri which extended its anti-gay/lesbian sex statutes to include mutual masturbation 
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(Mohr, 1988). 
There is no consensus regarding the success of gay rights organizations in advancing 
their own political agenda. Before the 1950s, there were no organized coalitions opposing 
prejudice and victimization of homosexuals. During the 1970s, the gay/lesbian rights 
movement did have an impact as discrimination towards gays became less socially 
acceptable. However, Sullivan argues that the anti-discrimination policies of the gay rights 
movement were not effectively implemented. Those that were implemented were not 
effectively enforced (Sullivan, 1988). Perhaps the best indicator of homosexual lifestyle 
acceptance (or lack thereof) is data from the Chicago National Opinion Research Center in 
1983. The research demonstrates that a significant majority of the adult U.S. population 
defines homosexuality as being morally wrong at all times (Kain, 1990). Other research by 
Gallup confirms these American attitudes towards homosexuality (Schneider and Lewis, 
1984). If we measure movement success by the degree the straight population accepts 
homosexuality as a normal, alternative lifestyle, we would conclude that advocates of gay 
rights have not yet succeeded. Yet, as of 1991, "there are 53 openly gay (sic) elected 
officials at various levels of government; in 1980 there were five. Four states have passed 
laws banning discrimination against gays (sic)" (Turque, 1991:23). 
Others argue that strategies utilized by gay/lesbian organizations have been too 
effective. In particular, Bullert asserts that 
The movement can best be deterred when homosexuals become convinced 
they ought to remain in the closet. This requires that society undertake no 
investigatory campaign to ferret out and discover homosexuals who remain 
discrete and private. Society must also open confidential channels to return 
homosexuals voluntarily to seek sexual normalcy if they seek counseling and 
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therapy. Perfecting homosexual therapeutic techniques ought to be a major 
public health priority. Compassion means retaining open channels of 
communication and advising them to take advantage of counseling. This 
could be the best advice they will ever receive. A free, compassionate society 
cannot eliminate sexual deviancy, but it should endeavor to minimize its 
dangerous social consequences and offer hope, through treatment, for those 
who desire it. (Bullert, 1987:24). 
Gay activists themselves recognize the significance of "coming out" with many 
members encouraging other gays and lesbians to publicly acknowledge their homosexuality 
(Salholz, 1990). Being "out" implies that one has learned to disregard the stigma of 
homosexuality which is a barrier to political activity. A controversial strategy practiced by 
some in the movement is called "outing." This practice refers to the involuntary public 
disclosure of a prominent person's sexual orientation. While many believe this is a violation 
of privacy, others feel that gay and lesbian celebrities have an obligation to disclose their 
sexual orientation in an attempt to confront societal heterosexism and homophobia. 
Differences of opinion on the issue of "outing" are creating schisms within the gay/lesbian 
liberation movement (Gelman, 1990; Turque, 1991). 
McAdam discusses the importance of tactics and goals within the political process 
model observing that tactics "within the system" are viewed as less threatening. While most 
tactics are within the system, there is a perception that some are not (e.g. child molestation) 
(Bullert, 1987). "Outing" is considered by many to be a strategy outside the system because 
it is a violation of privacy and for others exists as an attempt to "flaunt" the gay/lesbian 
lifestyle. 
Finally, the tactics of ACT UP (AIDS Coalition to Unleash Power), a gay/lesbian 
advocacy group, makes even some gays and lesbians uncomfortable. Examples of tactics 
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include: explicit public kissing in the office of Senator Jesse Helms, halting the trading of 
the New York Stock Exchange (to protest prices pharmaceutical companies were charging 
for AZT), and the symbolic desecration of the body of Christ at New York's St. Patrick's 
Cathedral (Salholz, 1990). 
ACT UP began as a New York group dedicated to increasing the roles of government 
and business in the fight against AIDS. ACT UP has 6,000 members in over 40 cities in 
America and abroad. Because of ACT UP's activism, the Food and Drug Administration 
has approved experimental drugs that otherwise might have taken years to pass the 
certification process. The AIDS crisis initiated the creation of ACT UP, but now some 
chapters are currently considering expanding into other issues such as the repeal of anti-
gdy/lesbian sodomy laws (Salholz, 1990). Another radical gay/lesbian liberation organization 
is Queer Nation, a direct-action group composed mainly of young gays and lesbians. 
Lesbians comprise almost a third of all members. Queer Nation was started by homosexuals 
who grew tired of ACT UP's focus on AIDS (Baker, 1991). 
While the AIDS situation facilitated the development of ACT UP, progress was not 
immediate. The main point of the book And the Band Played On is that research funding 
for AIDS was slow because AIDS was identified by the government and American public 
as a gay disease (Shilts, 1987). Many will argue that research, treatment, and prevention 
funding remains inadequate. Successes and setbacks will be discussed in more detail in the 
next section. 
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History of the Gay/Lesbian Rights Movement 
Roots of the movement can be traced to periods of history where a distinct 
homosexual subculture emerged. "Some scholars claim that a continuous homosexual 
subculture has existed since as early as the twelfth century" (Adam, 1987:7). 
There is no question that a well-developed homosexual underground subculture 
existed in the 19th century. The underground nature was and still remains essential for 
survival. Although sodomy was dropped from the Napoleonic code, the British were still 
executing persons convicted of sodomy in the first decades of the 19th century. The German 
states recriminalized homosexuality after adopting the Prussian legal model. Paragraph 175 
of the German legal code rendered homosexuality a crime against the state. Subsequently, 
Paragraph 175 would be used by the Nazis as justification for locating, incarcerating, 
torturing, and murdering thousands of homosexuals. This systematic annihilation would 
eliminate decades of gay culture (Adam, 1987). 
Prior to Nazi persecution, gay culture had begun to flourish throughout Europe. 
Many took comfort from the writings of Walt Whitman, Oscar Wilde and numerous poets. 
A sense of self-understanding was developing among homosexuals. In Europe, active 
political participation would develop from this collective self-understanding (Adam, 1987). 
An application of the political process model would define this collective self-understanding 
as the beginnings of cognitive liberation. 
The first civil rights movement began in Germany at the latter decades of the 19th 
century. Movement emergence is associated with the founding of the Scientific-
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Humanitarian committee which challenged paragraph 175 of the German legal code. In 
1929, a reform bid eliminating paragraph 175 was approved by the Reichstag, a legislative 
body somewhat analogous to the American Congress. The Nazis came into power in the 
1930s eliminating a tolerant political climate. Under the Nazis, paragraph 175 was extended 
to include "a kiss, an embrace, even homosexual fantasies" (Adam, 1987:52). According 
to Adam, the irony of Nazi persecution was the situation within the death camps. 
Within these camps a hierarchy existed among the prisoners with both Jews and 
homosexuals ranking at the lower end of the continuum. Homosexuals persecuted because 
of their sexual orientation were forced to engage in homosexual acts with the guards. 
Homosexual practices were actually very widespread in the camps. 
The prisoners, however, ostracized only those whom the SS marked 
with the pink triangle . . . (yellow star of David for Jews) Heger 
could never quite understand why his persecutors would beat him for 
being homosexual and then force him to commit homosexual acts with 
them (Adam, 1987:54). 
According to Adam, the German repression of the homosexual is a remnant of its 
feudal past. The situation in England was linked to capitalism. In 19th century England, 
the regulation of the masses through compulsory education, development of the penal system, 
and implementation of a national census was made possible by the development of the state 
bureaucracy. Family policies were also implemented encouraging a high birthrate by 
discouraging divorce and abortions. Adam writes that: 
The intrusion of the capitalist state into the private familial and sexual 
realms proved functional to a system that needed a high birthrate 
. . . The prohibition of 'irregular,' nonreproductive sexuality and 
the promotion of reproduction came about a time when the rapidly 
expanding capitalist economy required an immense supply of labor. 
Indeed, an oversupply of workers would insure an immense supply of 
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labor. Indeed, an oversupply of workers would insure the lowest 
possible wage rates (1987:34). 
A somewhat different view is posited in Capitalism and Gay Identitv (D'Emilio, 
1983). He argues that capitalism created conditions conductive to a gay lifestyle. Family-
centered production was replaced by a market economy requiring workers to leave the home 
to work in factories. This resulted in a shift from economic interdependence of the family 
to the economic dependence of women and children on the male (D'Emilio, 1983). The 
financial independence associated with the male breadwinner role, placed gay males in a 
better position to pursue homosexual lifestyles. This was and still is a "catch-22" situation. 
Although gay males are economically free to pursue a gay lifestyle, gay males are more 
severely punished and persecuted than lesbians (Adam, 1987). For the heterosexual male, 
researchers speculate the advantage of the male breadwinner role for marriage is that men 
can "afford" to select their partners on the basis of romantic love while women need to select 
good providers (Rubin, Peplau, and Hill, 1981). 
Until gender roles shifted and became more accepting of women's participation in the 
workforce and having careers, lesbians were not as able to develop an identity conducive to 
living a lesbian lifestyle (D'Emilio, 1983). Given the widespread sex segregation within the 
marketplace and the differences in wages between male and female workers (Nielson, 1990), 
one can argue that lesbians are still at a disadvantage in establishing a lifestyle conducive to 
their erotic preference or orientation. However, for those women who develop a lesbian 
identity, cultural expectations and beliefs about female sexuality lessen but do not eliminate 
the threat of persecution. 
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This was possible due to beliefs regarding female sexuality. Our culture still stresses 
that the expression of female sexuality is more for procreation than recreation. Sexual 
enjoyment for women was thought to be dependent upon the male penis. The result was that 
women could be publicly sensual with one another without having their activities defined as 
sexual. In contrast, a mere physical embrace between two men placed them at risk for arrest 
(Adam, 1987). In addition, other cultural factors such as increased acceptance of 
childfreeness and singlehood further decreases pressure to conform to a heterosexual 
lifestyle. This enhances the development of a lesbian sexual identity. 
Recent demographic changes show an increase in both the predictions for the 
proportion of the population who will never marry (Click, 1984) and voluntary childfreeness 
(Nock, 1987). While this has a more profound impact for lesbians and straight 
(heterosexual) women who traditionally have fulfilled their proscribed role through marriage 
and motherhood, it also acts to reduce pressure for gay men. 
If capitalism creates the conditions allowing the development of a gay/lesbian identity, 
the widespread discrimination and homophobia experienced by gays and lesbians needs to 
be explained. D'Emilio (1983) does this in a fashion that is consistent with the explanation 
of Adam (1987). A capitalist society needs to coerce people into a heterosexual lifestyle 
long enough to have children reproducing the workforce. It can be argued that capitalist 
American society has been successful, since one study estimates the number of lesbian 
mothers at 1.5 million (Hoeffer, 1981). More current estimates place the combined number 
of gay fathers and lesbian mothers between 6 million (Schulenberg, 1985) and 14 million 
(Peterson, 1984). 
15 
The American Gay Rights Movements 
The Society for Human Rights was the first organized gay group in the United States, 
created on December 10, 1924. The formation was a response to the current and continual 
repression of gays. The Motion Picture Code of 1930 assured that depictions of 
homosexuality would not be tolerated. When the movie dealt with historical or fictional 
characters that were homosexual, scripts were rewritten to heterosexualize history (Adam, 
1987). Movie censors continued to cut gay scenes from movies, insuring that the only 
commentary on homosexuality was found in the publications of gay rights groups and 
journals of the medical community (Adam, 1987). 
The 1950s continued the repression of the homosexual because "male homosexuality 
signifies the surrender of masculinity and the slide into feminine traits of weakness, 
duplicity, and seductiveness" (Adam, 1987:57). The impact of the McCarthy era was 
significant. It is estimated that between 40 to 60 lesbians and gay men were dismissed 
monthly from government jobs between 1950-1953 because of a "suspect" sexual orientation. 
This estimate does not include job dismissals at the levels of state and local government or 
private industry (Adam, 1987). 
Despite this repression, the Mattachine Society was created in Los Angeles in 1951 
and the Daughters of Bilitis in 1955. Creating these two organizations would pave the way 
for the gay pride era beginning in the 1960s. The beginning of this period is marked by the 
Stonewall riots of the 1960s. These riots were the gay community's reaction towards police 
harassment of gay bars. 
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Gains made by this movement have been impressive. In the 1960s some states 
repealed their homosexuality statutes beginning with Illinois. The Motion Picture 
Association reversed its position to accommodate gay movie themes. Many other situations 
too numerous to mention also reflected a more tolerant environment for the homosexual. 
Examples are the American Sociological Association passing a no-discrimination resolution 
and the removal of homosexuality from the American Psychiatric Association and American 
Psychological Association's lists of mental disorders in 1973 and 1974 respectively. In 1975 
the Civil Service Commission prompted by a federal court decision stated it could not deny 
federal employment on the basis of sexual orientation (Doyle, 1989). Just when the 
movement began to make progress, it suffered some setbacks. 
New Right Response 
One of the forces largely responsible for setbacks is what Adam calls the New Right. 
The New Right is a consortium of fundamental religious organizations and conservative 
political interests. Adam identifies three components of the New Right. First, its supporters 
are from a number of different single-issues groups such as anti-ERA and abortion. The 
second component is the "22 percent of the United States population who identify themselves 
as evangelicals and who thereby develop a religious ideology of general social conservatism 
and particular homophobia" (1987; 108). The last component is the capitalist class and their 
political organizers who "seek to pull together the first two components into a political force 
supportive of capitalist development unfettered by state regulations, community control, civil 
rights, or international "law" (1987:108). It is important to remember that these groups do 
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not form a coherent bloc on all issues. The ideology expressed by these groups to defeat gay 
rights initiatives include equating no-discrimination clauses with "child molesting, gay 
recruiting, boy prostitution, threat to the family, and a national gay conspiracy" (Adam, 
1987:104). The New Right "has successfully checked the popular movements that would 
extend democratic control and civil liberties to the disenfranchised" (Adam, 1987:115). 
The New Right was joined by some psychiatrists that recanted their profession's 
destigmatization of homosexuality and argued it was linked to mental illness (Lief, 1977; 
Smith, 1988). Surveys of psychiatrists reveal that 69 percent feel homosexuality is a 
pathological condition, 73 percent believe gay men are less happy than heterosexual men, 
and 70 percent view a gay male's problems as stemming from personal conflict rather than 
social stigmatization (Martin and Hetrick, 1988). 
A more significant event linked to a growing intolerance of homosexuality was the 
AIDS virus. Although the first cases of AIDS were linked to gay men, by 1982-83 it was 
clear that AIDS infected others as well. The name given to the disease was changed from 
a "Gay related immune deficiency" (GRID) to a more neutral name. Acquired Immune 
Deficiency Syndrome (AIDS). By this time the public had already made a link between 
AIDS and homosexuality. AIDS became known as the "gay plague" with churches and civic 
groups urging the federal government to identify all AIDS carriers (Doyle, 1989). For 
some, AIDS became synonymous with homosexuality and was linked to violence against gay 
men. One such example is an incident where a gang of youths descended on a local gay 
cruising spot in Seattle beating up gay men with baseball bats and shouting claims about 
"plague carrying" faggots and "diseased queers." One gang raped two men with a crowbar. 
After their arrest they told police "If we don't kill these fags, they'll kill us with their 
fucking AIDS disease" (Shilts, 1987). 
While AIDS was an excuse for rising rates of intolerance towards gay men, it also 
served to revitalize the movement. Government's non-response to AIDS undermined 
legitimacy and in McAdam's (1982) terminology, reflected shifts in political opportunities. 
Organizations founded to pressure the federal government to do more in the areas of AIDS 
research and education are now beginning to examine other areas for advocacy. 
The gay/lesbian rights movement today is a viable social movement that has made 
some progress in obtaining equality for its members. There are however several obstacles 
which make it difficult for movement organizers to "promote collective consciousness and 
commitment to political action" (Schur, 1980:212). These obstacles are a combination of 
factors that confront all protest movements and ones that are unique to the situation of stigma 
and legal harassment (Schur, 1980). The first problem that Schur (1980:213) notes is cross-
pressure. Cross-pressures are factors that "impede unified organization and render individual 
allegiances problematic. " In short, the gay/lesbian population is very diverse in race, social-
class, gender, political attitudes, their experience with oppression, and their level of 
commitment to social change. In some cases their only bond with a member is their 
common sexual orientation (Cohan, 1982; Schur, 1980). 
A second problem is the gay/lesbian's ability to pass themselves off as a heterosexual. 
"Passing" is a technique that many gays/lesbians use to avoid arrest and other forms of legal 
harassment. While for many this is a necessary survival technique, in order to have a viable 
gay/lesbian community that is united towards gaining equal rights, there needs to be 
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gays/lesbians that acknowledge to themselves and others that they are members of that 
community" (Schur, 1980:214). This is why "coming-out" is considered crucial to 
movement organizers. 
Another factor is gay self-hatred. Many gays and lesbians not only "pass" as 
heterosexuals but also develop psychological and social withdrawal techniques. One of these 
techniques is in-group hostility or gay/lesbian self-hatred. These persons are often hostile 
towards any gay/lesbian political activity (Schur, 1980). It is doubtful that these individuals 
have developed any sort of collective identification with the gay/lesbian liberation movement. 
A third factor which mitigates against the development of political consciousness and 
action is what Schur calls a preoccupation with sexual behavior. This is attributed to 
oppression by straight society. "Responded to by straights almost entirely on the basis of 
their sexual orientation, gays too have become almost totally preoccupied with it. Although 
the shared pattern of. . . oppression could facilitate the development of a collective 
consciousness, the resulting sex preoccupation is an obstacle to political organization" 
(Schur, 1980:216). 
Finally, the government's response to the movement presents obstacles for the 
equality of lesbians and gays. Cohan (1982) suggests four obstacles to the gay/lesbian rights 
movement. One of these is "the failure of litigation in the courts to provide at least a 
framework within which the various legislatures would be forced to act" (1982:66). The 
Bowers v. Hardwick case underscores the U.S. Supreme Court's reluctance to grant privacy 
rights currently extended to heterosexuals. Perceptions of governmental response, external 
political efficacy, will be subsequently examined in this analysis. 
In summary, several factors prevent gays and lesbians from developing a collective 
identity and commitment towards political action directed at social change. Some of these 
barriers result from the response to gays/lesbians by straight society. This illustrates the 
significance of the social control concept in McAdam's political process model which will 
be discussed in the next chapter. However, the most potent problem is the race, gender, and 
social-class divisions within the gay/lesbian movement. Forging alliances with other 
oppressed minorities has not been all that successful. As Schur (1980:223) explains, "these 
constituencies have their own priorities, which do not call for a heavy focus (if any) on 
problems related to sexual orientation." In fact, the internal alliance between lesbians and 
gay men has been described by some as fragile (Schur, 1980). Lesbians not only have to 
deal with homophobia but with sexism and in many cases racism as well. White gay males 
may not be willing to give up their privileges based on race, gender and possibly class. If 
they are "passing," they may be unwilling to forgo their assumed heterosexual privilege as 
well. Despite these obstacles, the movement has its greatest potential resource in its mass 
of constituents. What gay/lesbian movement organizers need to fmd, is a way to activate 
that resource. 
The next chapter examines the conceptual frameworks for social movements in 
general followed by a chapter modifying and applying the political process model to the 
gay/lesbian liberation movement. 
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CHAPTER 3. THEORETICAL PERSPECTIVES 
The previous chapter provided background information on the gay/lesbian rights 
movement by describing its historical roots and current status. The purpose of this chapter 
is to provide further background information by; (1) discussing the social movement 
literature; (2) examining social movement theoretical models; and (3) selecting and justifying 
a theoretical framework for this analysis. Before discussing theoretical frameworks of social 
movements, it is necessary to clarify what is encompassed by this term. 
Social movements are "an important form of collective behavior in which large 
numbers of people are organized or alerted to support and bring about or resist social 
change" (Theodorsen and Theodorsen, 1969:390). We can distinguish social movements 
from other types of collective behavior by the following three characteristics: a higher 
degree of internal organization, longer time duration, and the "deliberate attempt to shape 
the organization of society itself (Macionis, 1987:598). 
Providing a definition of social movements having scholarly consensus is difficult 
given the broad range of issues and the many different theoretical perspectives. For this 
reason, social movement review articles tend to narrow their focus by discussing a distinct 
issue such as political movements (McAdam, McCarthy, and Zald, 1988; Morris and 
Herring, 1987). 
In particular, a distinction is often made between two different types of movements, 
the reformation and the revolution. Differences stress the degree of societal reorganization 
sought and the tactics used by movement participants. Reformation movements work within 
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the system while revolutions attempt to overthrow the structure replacing it with a different 
social order (Macionis, 1987). 
Social Movement Theoretical Frameworks 
The history of social movements theories as summarized by McAdam, McCarthy, and 
Zald (1988) reveals a shift from micro-level or social psychological to macro-level theories. 
These micro-level models are also called the classical approach to social movements 
(McAdam, 1982). Morris and Herring (1987:179) found a "major increase in the percentage 
of journal articles using the resource mobilization approach, and a parallel decrease in the 
percentage of articles which have employed the classical approach." 
Models included under the classical label explain social movements using the 
following three characteristics: (1) structural breakdown leading to noninstitutionalized 
social change efforts; (2) psychological states of movement participants; and (3) the role 
shared beliefs play in guiding a movement (Moms and Herring, 1987). Theories included 
under the social psychological or micro-level include: collective behavior, mass society, 
relative deprivation, and the institutional social movement theories. 
All of these theories stress micro-level or social psychological variables over 
structural factors. These variables include "ideology, deprivation, strain, and social 
construction of reality as well as structural breakdown" (Morris and Herring, 1987:189). 
Secondly, there is a focus on movement emergence-an emphasis on the premovement 
periods that gave rise to the movement. Despite the similarities between these theories, they 
all stress slightly different micro-level factors. 
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The collective behavior approach views the social movement as the appropriate unit 
of analysis. These movements "cannot be explained by prior social organization, norms, and 
culture because movements are emergent forms that acquire organization during their life 
cycles" (Morris and Herring, 1987). Thus, movements are not seen as rational phenomena. 
The mass society approach does not emphasize the interplay between structural conditions 
and personality. Specifically, it views participants as irrational and even psychopathological 
(Morris and Herring, 1987). 
The relative deprivation perspective has a narrow focus emphasizing revolutions and 
explaining political violence as stemming from "changes in felt deprivation result(ing) from 
rapid social changes which causes incongruities between what people expect and what society 
delivers" (Morris and Herring, 1987:156). Relative deprivation theory does not claim 
differences between participants and nonparticipants (e.g., participants are not found to be 
more motivated) but rather, participants find themselves in a different set of circumstances 
causing them to act differently (Morris and Herring, 1987). 
In contrast to the classical models, a recent emerging theoretical perspective is the 
macro approach including both the resource mobilization and political process models. 
These explain social movement emergence as resulting from the ability of the aggrieved 
population to acquire and effectively wield resources. The political process model evolved 
from the resource mobilization model but differs in emphasis and empirical focus. These 
differences will be discussed in a subsequent section of this chapter. 
The micro to macro shift in the literature has not gone unchallenged. Several persons 
including Jenkins (1983) and Klandermans (1984) are advocating the development of "a new 
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and viable social psychology of collective action" (McAdam, McCarthy, and Zald, 
1988:698). Since social psychological variables are an important part of this analysis, this 
issue needs to be addressed. 
Klandermans (1984:584) argues that "resource mobilization theory went too far in 
nearly abandoning the social psychological analyses of social movements." Ferree and 
Miller (1985:39) justify including social psychological variables by noting that "the 
translation of objective social relationships into subjectively experienced group interests is 
also critical in building movements, as in political activity generally." They argue that the 
McCarthy-Zald (resource mobilization) model "ignores the role of group membership and 
interaction in defining situations and thus inadvertently accepts a consensual model of social 
and political life" (1985:40). 
Finally, some argue that including social psychological variables will allow 
constructing conceptual linkages between social structure and individuals (Ferree and Miller, 
1985). Criticisms of resource mobilization theory include the lack of social psychological 
variables. 
The use of social psychological variables in this analysis is not an effort to treat a 
macro-level phenomenon such as collective behavior at the micro level. Rather, it is an 
attempt to bring social psychological variables back into macro-level analysis. This position 
is congruent with McAdam, McCarthy, and Zald who argue that 
While we agree with their (Jenkins and Klandermans) assessment of 
the current macro bias in the field, we are not persuaded that a 
reassertion of the social psychological is the best way to redress this 
imbalance. Such an assertion reifies the micro/macro distinction and 
reinforces the notion that the two constitute distinct levels of analysis 
(1988:698). 
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Recent macro theories of social movement such as resource mobilization theory and 
the political process model are macro-level theories with less emphasis on the micro-level. 
While the salience of macro variables is well established in the recent literature, structure 
impacts on individuals, and it is individuals who perceive and interpret that structure. Social 
psychological variables cannot be omitted in any social movement analysis, but must be 
included within a macro-analysis. The inclusion of these variables in an analysis of the 
gay/lesbian liberation movement is imperative given some of the unique characteristics of 
this movement. 
Since this analysis is including but not reasserting the dominance of social 
psychological variables, the political process model is conceptually best equipped to frame 
this analysis. This will be illustrated through comparing and contrasting the resource 
mobilization and political process models. 
As stated earlier, the differences between the two models are of emphasis and 
empirical focus. The resource mobilization theories "tend to emphasize the constancy of 
discontent and the variability of resources in accounting for the emergence and development 
of insurgency" (McAdam, McCarthy, and Zald, 1988:697). Emphasis is placed on the flow 
of resources and elite support that insures movement survival. 
Although similar in approach, the political process model emphasizes the importance 
of indigenous organizations and a favorable structure of political opportunities (McAdam, 
McCarthy, and Zald, 1988:697). The structure of political opportunities refers to "the 
receptivity or vulnerability of the political system to organized protest by a given challenging 
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group" (MeAdam, McCarthy, and Zald, 1988:699). Before discussing the political process 
model, a summary of the resource mobilization model is necessary. 
Resource mobilization 
McAdam (1982) notes the resource mobilization model is a welcome departure from 
the classical movement theories for several reasons. First, social movements are seen as a 
political rather than social psychological phenomena. Secondly, this emphasis on political 
behavior attributes rationality to movement participants. Third, the scope of analysis is 
broadened to include the effect of external organizations on the movement. Finally, the 
resource mobilization model emphasizes the importance of securing resources to insure the 
long-term survival of the movement. Despite these improvements over the classical models, 
several weaknesses of the resource mobilization approach are noted by McAdam (1982). 
First, McAdam argues that resource mobilization theory does make a contribution 
towards collective action research but is inadequate as a general theory of insurgency. 
McAdam contends resource mobilization theory is better suited for change initiated by 
members rather than outside challengers. Additionally, he believes the concept of social 
movement should be reserved for describing excluded groups challenging the existing social 
order (McAdam, 1982). To justify this distinction McAdam relies on Gamson and Tilly who 
define members as "groups possessing sufficient politico-economic resources to insure that 
their interests are routinely taken into account in decision-making processes" (McAdam, 
1982:24). According to McAdam (1982:24), Gamson uses the term challengers to describe 
excluded groups or those groups "whose interests are routinely 'organized out' of 
institutionalized political deliberations because of their lack of bargaining leverage." 
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Secondly, the resource mobilization model "concludes that elite funding sources...are 
willing, even aggressive, sponsors of social insurgency" (McAdam, 1982:25). McAdam 
disagrees arguing that "all social movements pose a threat to the existing institutional 
arrangements of society" (McAdam, 1982:26). Therefore, he concludes that elite support 
cannot exist to the degree assumed by the resource mobilization model. Even if this were 
true, elite funding of social movements motivated by an effort to contain insurgency would 
be detrimental. 
Other criticisms include overlooking the contributions of the masses in supplying 
resources and the definition of resources. In many cases, resources are not defined at all or 
so broadly that explanatory power is lost. Jenkins' (1983) criticisms of resource mobilization 
theory include a need to provide "a more sophisticated social psychology of mobilization." 
Like other researchers, Jenkins believes current resource mobilization theory ignores micro-
level processes. 
Finally, this model asserts "that discontent is an invariant property of social life. The 
problem would seem to stem from the failure to distinguish objective social conditions from 
their subjective perception" (McAdam, 1982:34). In other words, the resource mobilization 
model cannot account for the fact that the subjective meanings people attached to their 
objective situations are variable. In other words, people perceive the same structure 
differently. While this is not a problem if perception is not an important concept, 
perceptions of society are important especially in the case of what some have called 
"deviance liberation movements" (Kituse, 1980; Schur, 1980; Weitzer, 1991). The 
gay/lesbian movement necessitates including perceptions because of the stigma attached to 
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homosexuality by society. The internalization of stigmas has implications for mobilization 
and subsequent political activity. 
This stigmatization, be it due to occupation, lifestyle, or condition (e.g. physically 
disabled), is a major barrier to organization and mobilization due to fear of reprisals from 
other citizens or control agents (Schur, 1980). Gays and lesbians call this stigma 
homophobia, which is an irrational fear or hatred of homosexuals. Stigmas threaten 
movement success because "the low self-esteem that frequently afflicts persons who have 
been heavily stigmatized mitigates against involvement in collective activism" (Schur, 
1980; 196). Stigmas are a problem that conventional social movements do not face (Weitzer, 
1991). 
Finally, stigmas pose a problem for resource mobilization theorists. If we accept the 
promise that elites are aggressive sponsors of insurgency, we would expect stigmas to 
discourage elites from sponsoring this social movement as opposed to another. This situation 
further illustrates the inadequacies of resource mobilization theory. Chapter 2 demonstrates 
this movement is thriving despite the lack of aggressive elite support. 
In summary, the selection of the political process model is justified for the following 
reasons: (1) individual perceptions of the social structure should be incorporated in social 
movement analysis; (2) the political process model recognizes the importance of participant 
perceptions; (3) this social movement analysis involves participants with a stigmatized status 
directly affecting organization, mobilization, and elite support; and finally, (4) the political 
process model includes social psychological concepts which assess perceptions of potential 
participants. 
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While it has been argued that the resource mobilization and political process models 
are very similar and the differences that do exist can be reconciled (Pichardo, 1988), the 
political process model is better suited for this analysis. Pichardo conceptualizes both 
McAdam's political process model and McCarthy and Zald's professional organizer model 
as two variations of resource mobilization theory. The model similarities are that both view 
social movements as rationale, political behavior. According to Pichardo, the only major 
dimension of disagreement lies along "the character of the involvement of elite groups in the 
formation and maintenance of social movements" (1988:97). Pichardo maintains that the 
professional organizer model (McCarthy and Zald) sees external groups as providing the 
majority of resources and leadership. The political process model "emphasizes the internal 
capacity of the minority community to generate social movement organizations" (Pichardo, 
1988:99). 
Pichardo defmes this disagreement concerning elite involvement as including three 
elements: resources, motivation, and political environment. The political process model 
does not deny movements receive resources from elites, but argues that organizations could 
generate some of those resources internally and questions the motivation of elite involvement. 
The political process model defines external involvement as a threat to social movements 
while the professional organizer model assumes elites "are willing, even aggressive sponsors 
of social insurgency" (McAdam, 1982:25). For the political process model, the political 
environment is extremely important. "The susceptibility of the social structure to the efforts 
of social movements are regarded as crucial" (Pichardo, 1988:101). Pichardo continues to 
argue that the political environment is not very important to the professional organizer 
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model. The variable of crucial importance here is "the infusion of resources which can be 
allocated to the support of social movements" (1988:102). 
These differences between the two models (resource mobilization and political 
process) are considered reconcilable by going back to the original theoretical base. 
Specifically, Pichardo proposes a broader definition of resources with costs and benefits 
assigned depending upon origin (internal or external) and the level of development achieved 
by the movement. 
Rather than detailing this synthesis, it should be noted that Pichardo's summary seems 
to contradict the ability to truly reconcile these two models. He argues that 
Because the two models share a similar foundation in the precepts of resource 
mobilization theory, ultimately the disagreement between them cannot be 
profound. Even so, we should not conclude that the differences predicted by 
these models are not substantial in their own way. The models have 
significantly different implications for the dynamics of social movements 
(Pichardo, 1988:107). 
Because the two perspectives differ concerning the political environment, the use of 
subjective perceptions, and elite involvement, the use of the political process model is more 
desirable for this analysis. As Pichardo states, "The political environment is of central 
importance for the political process model, the alignment of political groups and the 
susceptibility of the social structure to the efforts of social movements are regarded as 
crucial" (1988:101). A detailed summary of McAdam's model follows. 
Summarization of the political process model 
Chapter III of McAdam's book, Political Process and the Development of Black 
Insurgency. 1930-1970 delineates the components of the political process model. The 
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proposed model is an alternative and derivative of both the classical and resource 
mobilization models. McAdam's presentation of the political process model can be basically 
divided into two parts: the development of insurgency and the persistence/decline of the 
movement. See Figure 3.1 for a conceptual diagram of the political process model. 
An examination of Figure 3.1 reveals three important development factors identified 
by McAdam as: expanding political opportunities, indigenous organizations, and cognitive 
liberation. Exogenous to these three factors is broad socioeconomic processes that create the 
conditions conducive to expanding political opportunities. 
Socioeconomic factors that McAdam believes are indirectly responsible for the 
development of black insurgency are: the collapse of the cotton economy, the increased 
demand for labor in the north, and the migration of blacks to northern urban areas; all these 
contributed to instability in power arrangements increasing the political leverage of the black 
community (McAdam, 1982). More generally, these socioeconomic factors are "any event 
or broad social process that serves to undermine the calculations and assumptions on which 
the political establishment is structured" (McAdam, 1982:41). His examples include wars, 
industrialization, prolonged unemployment, widespread demographic changes, and 
international political realignments. These processes "promote insurgency only indirectly 
through a restructuring of existing power relations" (1982:41) over a long period of time. 
For insurgents, expanding political opportunities are evident by a decreasing power 
disparity between insurgents and persons occupying authority positions within the political 
structure. The reduction in the power disparity is a function of broad social processes that 
either undermine the entire political structure or enhance the position of a single insurgent 
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Figure 3.1. Political process model of movement emergence (McAdam, 1982:51) 
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group (MeAdam, 1982). An increase in the political power of an insurgent group decreases 
the vulnerability of that group to acts of repression by members of the political structure. 
In movement terms, it means that the costs associated with movement participation decrease 
(McAdam, 1982). 
Note that the distinction between the concepts broad socioeconomic processes and 
expanding political opportunities is not totally clear. But from McAdam's discussion it is 
reasonable to infer that broad socioeconomic processes are the cause of expanding political 
opportunities which in turn create insurgency in conjunction with indigenous organizations 
and cognitive liberation. Thus, broad socioeconomic processes indirectly contribute to 
insurgency through creating expanding political opportunities. The result is the increased 
political leverage of the insurgent or challenging group. 
The next concept in Figure 3.1, indigenous organization strength, functions to provide 
stable settings for insurgency. These organizations procure resources and provide ad hoc 
leadership necessary to sustain the movement. Factors defined as contributing to 
organizational strength are members, established structure of solitary incentives, 
communication network, and leaders. 
Member recruitment occurs through indigenous organizations because they facilitate 
contact. In addition, these organizations can serve as a primary source of block recruitment. 
This refers to movements emerging from the merger of established organizations. An 
established structure of solitary incentives refers to "the myriad of interpersonal rewards that 
provide the motive force for participation in these groups" (McAdam, 1982:45). Movement 
participation is defined as synonymous with organizational participation and the incentives 
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that were the motivation for belonging to the group are transferred to the organization 
(McAdam, 1982). McAdam does not provide any examples of what he means by a "myriad 
of interpersonal rewards. " These could be conceived as a sense of belongingness, increased 
self-esteem, a sense of accomplishment or anything that promotes a sense of well-being. 
The third factor contributing to the importance of organizations is communication 
networks. Organizations "also constitute a communication network or infrastructure, the 
strength and breadth of which largely determines the pattern, speed, and extent of movement 
expansion" (McAdam, 1982:46). Organizations functioning as. communication networks 
disseminate information important to the aggrieved population. The Anal resource is leaders. 
Established organizations provide readily recognized leaders who can be used to provide 
name recognition and skills to a movement. All four of these resources contribute to the 
significance of indigenous organizations in explaining movement emergence. In combination 
with expanding political opportunities and indigenous organizations is the cognitive liberation 
process. 
Cognitive liberation is the third crucial component of the political process model and 
functions by mediating between organizations and expanding political opportunities. 
McAdam argues that organizations and expanding opportunities provide a "structural 
potential" for collective action. "Mediating between opportunity and action are people and 
the subjective meanings they attach to their situations" (1982:48). McAdam draws on the 
work of Edelman who states that "our explanations of mass political response have radically 
undervalued the ability of the human mind ... to take a complex set of. . . cues into 
account" (1971:133). In other words, although members of a minority population may 
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belong to organizations and political opportunities may be shifting, a large enough proportion 
of community members must define it as such. This is accomplished through shared 
cognitions or cognitive cues. 
For insurgency to be successful, people must collectively define the situation as unjust 
AND possible to change. This process occurs through collective definition. According to 
McAdam, Piven and Cloward identify three necessary cognitions. 
"The emergence of a protest movement entails a transformation both of 
consciousness and behavior. The change in consciousness has at least three 
distinct aspects. First, the system-or those aspects of the system that people 
experience and perceive-loses legitimacy . . . Large numbers of men and 
women come to believe . . . these arrangements are unjust and wrong. 
Second, people who are ordinarily fatalistic . . . begin to assert rights that 
imply demands for change. Third, there is a new sense of efficacy; people 
who ordinarily consider themselves helpless come to believe they have some 
capacity to alter their lot." (Piven and Cloward as quoted by McAdam 
1982:50.) 
It is important to remember that cognitive liberation is more likely under conditions of strong 
social integration (McAdam, 1982). Cognitive cues supplied by shifting political 
opportunities triggers the cognitive liberation process while organizations provide stable 
settings for this to occur. While McAdam does not give any examples of cognitive cues, 
these would have to be factors signaling a shift in political opportunities. Shifting political 
opportunities are anything that indicates a reduction in the power disparity between 
insurgents and the political system. McAdam summarizes the first part of the political 
process model as follows: 
The generation of insurgency is expected to reflect the favorable confluence 
of three sets of factors. Expanding political opportunities combine with the 
indigenous organizations of the minority community to afford insurgents the 
'structural potential' for successful collective action. That potential is, in 
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turn, transformed into actual insurgency by means of the crucial intervening 
process of cognitive liberation. All three factors, then, are regarded as 
necessary, but insufficient, causes of social insurgency (McAdam, 1982:51). 
From this discussion, the distinction between expanding opportunities and cognitive 
cues is not distinct. A decrease in the power disparity or expanding political opportunities 
can function as a cognitive cue signaling that the system is amenable to change. However, 
a closer examination of McAdam's discussion reveals that he defines expanding political 
conditions as objective and the meanings that people attach to these objective conditions as 
subjective or cognitive cues. McAdam's model has concepts that take both objective and 
subjective conditions into account in explaining movement emergence. 
After discussing the necessary components for movement emergence, McAdam 
delineates factors necessary for movement development/decline. These factors are: 
indigenous organizations, expanding/shifting political opportunities, shared cognitions and 
"the shifting control response of other groups to the insurgent challenge posed by the 
movement" (McAdam, 1982:53). Figure 3.2 illustrates McAdam's development/decline 
stage of the political process model. The distinction between the two conceptual models is 
that one attempts to explain how movements begin, and the other is an attempt to explain 
their development and/or decline over time. Movements decline because goals are met, 
repression of members increases the cost of movement participation, or the movement lacks 
sufficient ability to procure environmental resources including new members. McAdam 
argues that survival of social movements depends upon insurgents maintaining and utilizing 
their new political leverage to advance their cause (McAdam, 1982). Basically, the two 
models are conceptually similar except for the addition of social control responses. 
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According to McAdam, the level of social control exerted against an insurgency 
movement depends upon several factors. Two of these factors include the strength of 
insurgent forces and perceived threat to the elites. These factors can be summarized by the 
following two propositions: (1) The weaker the movement, the more likely it will encounter 
repression from the elite political structure. (2) The greater the perceived threat to the 
controlling elite, the greater the likelihood of elite repression. Weak movements encounter 
repression because the threat of retaliation is unlikely. Stronger movements experience 
repression because of perceived threat. However, stronger movements have resources and 
some elite support enabling resistance from attack. 
It is argued that movements are perceived as threatening when the central ideology 
underlying the movement is at odds with controlling elites. Not all elites perceive an 
insurgency movement as a threat. Other elites may extend some level of support perceiving 
the movement as a method of pursuing elite interests or remain neutral. The variety of elite 
responses encountered by an insurgency movement is dependent upon how elites perceive 
the movement impacting upon their own interests. 
Finally, one last difference between the two models is further development of the 
concept, organizational strength, a factor already present in the emergence model. The need 
for this extended discussion is McAdam's belief that the determinants of organizational 
strength will shift following the emergence of an insurgency movement. This shift results 
from changes taking place within the organizational structure. 
McAdam argues movement emergence occurs from previously established 
organizational structures. Insurgency movements must develop their own organizations to 
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survive, since the initial organizations were not established as protest organizations. Once 
protest organizations are established, they tend to be loosely structured and informal. For 
the movement to survive, a more formal structure needs to be implemented. This assertion 
is the "Catch-22" of McAdam's position. Without the establishment of more formalized 
structure, the movement will disband. With the formalization of an insurgency organization, 
three destructive processes are possible: oligarchization, co-optation, and dissolution of 
indigenous support. 
To maintain the organizational structure, members of an insurgency movement must 
establish external linkages with "resource-providing" organizations and individuals. These 
survival linkages increase dependence upon external support creating the danger of co-
optation. Co-optation occurs when movement goals are tailored to the preferences of 
external sponsors possibly reducing movement effectiveness. Another disadvantage of 
formalization is oligarchy. Oligarchization occurs when a class of individuals is created that 
values the maintenance of the organization over the realization of movement goals. 
The final problem is dissolution of indigenous support. As movement leaders seek 
"resource-providing" external linkages, there is a corresponding weakening of internal 
organizational linkages. As a consequence, leaders are less responsive to indigenous 
pressure that insures adherence to movement goals (McAdam, 1982). Weakening of 
indigenous ties threatens the incentives "that supplied the motive force for movement 
participation" (McAdam, 1982:56). McAdam summarizes this aspect of the model as 
follows: 
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Sustained insurgency depends ... on the level of organizational resources 
that movement forces are able to maintain over time. Efforts to insure a 
routinized flow of resources usually lead to the establishment of formal 
organizations to supplant the indigenous group out of which the movement 
emerged . . . this transformation is likely to set in motion several processes 
ultimately destructive of insurgency (McAdam, 1982:56). 
These conceptual models guide McAdam's examination of the black insurgency 
movement between the years 1930-1970. McAdam uses these models to guide the 
development of path models explaining black insurgency. For example, he develops a model 
of factors contributing to the development of a favorable context for black insurgency, 1900-
1954 (broad socioeconomic processes). What this research proposes is to develop a model 
explaining the political participation of homosexuals within the gay/lesbian rights movement 
using the political process model as a conceptual guide in the selection and development of 
predictor variables. A full delineation and discussion of this model is presented in the next 
chapter. 
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CHAPTER 4. MODEL AND LITERATURE REVIEW 
The last chapter described the political process model applying it to black insurgency 
between the years 1930-1970. This chapter will use the political process model as a guide 
to develop a model explaining political participation in the gay/lesbian liberation movement. 
Elaboration of the two major differences between McAdam's approach and the one used in 
this analysis will precede model application. 
First, social insurgency develops over a long time period and the political process 
model recognizes this. While McAdam examined the movement over a period of forty 
years, the lack of longitudinal data on the gay/lesbian liberation movement prevents using 
the same approach. 
The second major difference is the source of data. McAdam uses both self-report and 
secondary data sources. All of the data used here is respondent self-report. With these 
differences in mind, the following section will develop a model for the gay/lesbian liberation 
movement. A testable model with hypotheses will be developed based on a literature review 
and the political process model. 
Political Process Model 
According to the political process model, the rise of insurgency results from three 
factors: expanding political opportunities; indigenous organizations; and cognitive liberation. 
Expanding political opportunities are evident by a decreasing power disparity between 
insurgents and those with authority. These opportunities are created through broad 
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socioeconomic processes. Expanding political opportunities combine with indigenous 
organizations creating a "structural potential" for insurgency (McAdam, 1982:51). For 
social movement emergence, the structural potential must be combined with cognitive 
liberation. This occurs when objective conditions are subjectively defined as unjust and 
possible to change. The second half of the model, development/decline, includes the concept 
social control. Containing insurgency is the purpose of social control responses. 
Application to pav/lesbian liberation 
This section applies the political process model one concept at a time beginning with 
broad socioeconomic processes. Figure 4.1 demonstrates the Political Process Model of 
Development/Decline as it applies to the gay/lesbian movement. Recall that the first 
concept, broad socioeconomic process, refers to "any event or broad social process that 
serves to undermine the calculations and assumptions on which the political establishment 
is structured" (McAdam, 1982:41). For the black insurgency movement, McAdam identifies 
the following factors: the collapse of the cotton economy; the increased demand for labor 
in the north; and the migration of blacks to northern urban areas as factors contributing to 
instability in power arrangements by increasing the political leverage of the black community 
(McAdam, 1982). 
Similar processes for the gay/lesbian movement include: a shift from the home to 
the market economy; changing sex roles for women allowing fuller participation in the 
market economy; a geographical concentration of lesbians/gays in urban areas; and finally, 
the introduction of AIDS into American society. These broad socioeconomic processes 
increase the political leverage of the gay/lesbian community by providing access to resources 
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Figure 4.1: Application of the political process model to gay/lesbian liberation movement. 
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and threatening the legitimacy of the current system. 
The first two processes, a shift in the economy and the concomitant increase in 
female labor force participation renders the development of a gay/lesbian identity more 
probable. The identity concept is important here because unlike blacks or women, 
homosexuals cannot be readily identified by their appearance. Although sexual orientation 
is established in early childhood (Bell, Weinberg, and Hammersmith, 1981; Green, 1988; 
Money, 1988), many take years to identify and accept their true homosexual sexual 
orientation. Removing barriers to identify development increases the potential membership 
base of the liberation movement. 
In Capitalism and Gav Identitv. D'Emilio (1983) asserts a shifting economic base 
from the family to the outside market promotes the development of a gay/lesbian identity 
because men and women can exist outside the heterosexual nuclear family. Because 
historically the production of economic goods took place within the family, survival 
depended upon membership within the family unit. Today, the family is no longer a 
production but rather a consumption unit (Strong and Devault, 1989). Although an historical 
comparison reveals identity development is easier today, D'Emilio contends this shift in the 
economy benefits gay men at the expense of lesbians because of lower wages for women. 
Furthermore, this argument is strengthened by including the overrepresentation of women 
in the secondary labor market. The secondary labor market is associated with less job 
stability and shorter to nonexistent job ladders leaving workers with fewer chances of 
promotion (Diprete and Soule, 1988). 
While economic factors are important, cultural pressure exists reinforcing 
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heterosexuality. The more heterosexual experience gays and lesbians have, the more difficult 
developing a gay/lesbian identity is (Troiden, 1989). Therefore, processes reducing pressure 
to marry and parent play an important role in allowing gays and lesbians the time needed to 
overcome societal repression by developing a lesbian/gay identity. A growing acceptance 
of singlehood and being childfree reduces pressure to conform aiding in the identity 
development process. Since historically we have defmed the role of women more in terms 
of wife and mother, and male roles more in terms of economic provider, pressure to marry 
and have children are greater for women than men. 
A second socioeconomic process is the gay/lesbian population density of a given area. 
Physical concentration of a group provides resources making mobilization possible (Langton, 
1987). D'Emilio (1981:81) contends "San Francisco is one of the few cities where lesbians 
are residentially concentrated enough to be visible arguing that the high population density 
resulted from government policies restricting military service of gays and lesbians during 
World War II. Many service personnel including nurses were dishonorably discharged for 
homosexual activity and released in the Bay area. Many, not wanting to face rejection from 
their families, decided to stay. There is some evidence that a high lesbian/gay population 
density creating high interaction rates has been linked with political success (Schur, 1980). 
The last example of a socioeconomic process is AIDS. Government reluctance to 
effectively deal with this problem because it was defmed as a "gay disease" (Shilts, 1987) 
did nothing to strengthen feelings of legitimacy among gay/lesbian and heterosexual citizens. 
In fact, many lesbians and gays became angry believing that the government should be doing 
more to meet the needs of its gay citizens (Salholz, 1990). Perceptions of government 
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intervention on the AIDS issue as well as other political issues should be part of any analysis 
of this movement. 
A statistical analysis of the impact of broad socioeconomic process is beyond the 
scope of this research. However, a discussion of processes is necessary to place this analysis 
within a macro-level framework. Broad socioeconomic processes affect social movement 
emergence through expanding political opportunities and indigenous organizations. These 
processes operate to place the aggrieved population in a better position to generate resources. 
Recall that the distinction between the broad socioeconomic processes and shifting 
opportunities is not clear. McAdam infers that broad socioeconomic processes create an 
instability in the power arrangements resulting in shifting political opportunities. This 
analysis does not contain any direct measures of shifting political opportunities but does 
contain perceptions of government responsiveness indicative of a decreasing power disparity. 
This perception is called external political efficacy and will be discussed more fully in the 
section on collective attributions. 
Although broad socioeconomic processes operate through shifting political 
opportunities placing the aggrieved population in a better position to generate resources, two 
other factors are also necessary. These factors are indigenous organizations and cognitive 
liberation. 
Organization/Community Strength 
The strength factor can be ascertained by determining the degree of community 
integration. This is examined using three variables: the degree of contact with gay/lesbian 
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indigenous organizations; identity development/being "out;" and media exposure. 
çgntagt with ksbian/eay organization 
One of the crucial resources organizations provide movements is members. One 
expects that the more contact one has with indigenous organizations, the better integrated the 
individual in the community. "The more integrated a person is in the minority community, 
the more readily he/she can be mobilized for participation in protest activities (McAdam, 
1982:44). 
Identity development 
Identity development and being "out" are included because organizational or 
community strength depends upon having "members who will acknowledge to themselves and 
others that they are members of that community" (Dank, 1971:195). 
Media exposure 
One last integration indicator is exposure to gay/lesbian issues. Given the stigma 
associated with homosexuality, keeping abreast of events within the gay/lesbian community 
through mass media may be the only contact an individual has with the lesbian/gay 
community. 
A . . . function of the written media is to keep readers informed of current 
political events affecting the group. Gays living in small towns in Iowa, for 
example, could not keep informed of demonstrations and manifestos by gay 
spokesmen (Sic) in New York City except through the gay media (Harry and 
Devall, 1978). 
Media should not be overlooked in social movement analysis. To the contrary, the media 
is often associated with the success or failure of a movement (Weitzer, 1991). 
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Level of Insurgency 
After discussing indicators of organizational community strength, the next concept 
depicted in Figure 4.1 is the level of insurgency. Insurgency has traditionally been used to 
describe revolt or other unconventional political behavior. But the political process model 
views social movements as rational, political behavior (Pichardo, 1988). McAdam uses the 
term insurgency by referring to change initiated by excluded groups. This interpretation of 
insurgency borrows from Gamson's discussion of groups whose interests are 'organized out' 
of the political process. Since we are investigating a group routinely excluded from the 
political process, it is reasonable to define insurgency as participation in activities motivated 
by a need to change the current power structure. If successful, these activities would give 
lesbians and gays a voice in the political process. Political activity is a broad concept 
encompassing a multiplicity of behaviors ranging from wearing a campaign button to rioting. 
In this analysis, insurgency is defined as political participation oriented towards the goal of 
liberating lesbians and gays. Further elaboration of political participation will be discussed 
in Chapter 5. 
Collective Attributions 
The next concept depicted in Figure 4.1 is collective attributions. Recall that within 
McAdam's model two attributions are discussed, perceptions of unjustness and the possibility 
of change through collective action. These are the subjective definitions of the objective 
structure that McAdam deems important to include in any study of social movements. In his 
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model this is referred to as the cognitive liberation process. The model is to be subsequently 
presented retains perceptions of unjustness but modifies the perception of change by dividing 
it into internal and external efficacy. Although McAdam does not use this term, his concept 
of change is considered similar to political efficacy (Ennis and Schreuer, 1987). Political 
efficacy is usually divided into two distinct types, internal and external efficacy (Balch, 
1974). Examining perceptions of whether personal action can affect change refers to internal 
political efficacy. External efficacy refers to perceptions regarding the responsiveness of 
institutions to the demands of insurgents. 
Recall that in McAdam's original model, shifting political opportunities are evident 
by a decreasing power disparity between insurgents and persons occupying authority 
positions within the social structure. Increasing governmental responsiveness to insurgent 
demands is indicative of shifting opportunities. Including external political efficacy as a third 
collective attribution is a way of directly examining whether people believe opportunities are 
expanding (responsiveness of the government to change) rather than isolating events we 
hypothesize results in shifting opportunities. Although this deviates from McAdam's model, 
external efficacy is important to include when examining political action (Conway, 1985). 
Social Control 
The last concept in McAdam's model is the level of social control. Social control 
responses are attempts by those holding positions of power within the social structure to keep 
insurgents in check. For the gay/lesbian liberation movement two examples are homophobia 
and discrimination. Homophobia is defined as an irrational fear or hatred of homosexuals 
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(Smith, 1971). When homophobia is expressed, behaviors can range from ignoring the 
gay/lesbian lifestyle to acts of physical violence. Discrimination is a type of homophobia 
because denial of a job, job promotion/raise, or housing is based on misconceptions and 
heterosexist prejudices. As a social control response, homophobia creates costs for those 
active in the movement, insuring the inactivity of other homosexuals. Additionally, 
homophobia delays the identity formation process preventing people from being "out" or 
open about their sexual orientation. This is important because difficulty with identity 
formation denies the movement a potential participant base. Also, as mentioned previously, 
identity formation and being "out" are indicators of community strength and integration. The 
greater the degree of integration, the greater the likelihood of political participation 
(McAdam, 1982). 
In summary, this section has listed variables that should be examined when applying 
the political process model to the gay/lesbian liberation movement. Major differences 
between McAdam's approach and the political participation model include not directly 
assessing broad socioeconomic processes or shifting political opportunities and adding 
external political efficacy as a third collective attribution. The next section includes a 
delineated political participation model and hypotheses. These will be presented and justified 
through a literature review. 
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Model of Political Participation within the 
Gay/Lesbian Liberation Movement 
Figure 4.2 illustrates the conceptual model proposed for examining the gay/lesbian 
rights movement. Although it is not an exact duplicate on the political process model, 
McAdam's model conceptually informs this analysis. Figure 4.2 is a path model with 
political participation as the final dependent variable. Social control responses 
(homophobia/discrimination), being "out," degree of contact with indigenous organizations, 
and media exposure affect the development of collective attributions (perceptions of 
unjustness, internal and external political efficacy) which in turn creates the degree of 
insurgency (political participation). 
One modification includes an AIDS salience variable. Government reluctance to deal 
with the AIDS issue, its labeling AIDS a gay disease, and defining AIDS victims as 
deserving, contributed to perceptions of unjustness (Sanholz, 1990). Operational defînitions 
of all variables are provided in the next chapter. Meanwhile, a literature review can provide 
some necessary background for all the variables and the proposed hypotheses. This section 
begins with discussing several exogenous variables and their impact on collective attributions 
and political participation. 
Literature Review 
First, research will be examined on the exogenous variables of AIDS salience, social 
control, and organizational/community strength in order to predict the impact on collective 
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attributions and level of insurgency. 
AIDS salience 
AIDS salience refers to the degree of importance accorded the AIDS issues. It is 
believed that this variable is an important motivator for the gay/lesbian community for three 
reasons: (1) one important gay/lesbian advocacy group, ACT UP (AIDS coalition to 
Unleash Power), started as an AIDS advocacy group; (2) AIDS meetings and fundraisers 
serve as a place for gays and lesbians (as well as others) to network and meet other potential 
participants; (3) AIDS is an example of the mistreatment by society of its homosexual 
members. AIDS salience is included to assess its indirect impact on political activity or 
insurgency through its direct impact on collective attributions. Figure 4.2 shows two 
relationships which are hypothesized as follows; 
HI A The more important the AIDS issue is to an individual, the more likely 
she/he will perceive the current situation of gays/lesbians as unjust. 
HIB The more important the AIDS issue is to an individual, the less likely 
she/he will have high external political efficacy (believe that the system is 
responsive to the needs of lesbians and gays). 
Homophobia 
Following AIDS salience, the second concept is social control. Hypotheses will be 
presented after reviewing the homophobia literature. 
Homophobic perceptions and experiences are part of the homosexual's social and 
political environment. Homophobia is a political stimulus directly affecting the cognitive 
liberation process including perceptions of unjustness and political efficacy. Achieving 
movement goals requires removing this barrier. This section will define homophobia, assess 
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current attitudes toward homosexuals, review the literature assessing factors associated with 
and causing homophobia, and summarize the importance of homophobia to the overall 
model. 
Current attitude polls in American society demonstrate mixed attitudes toward 
homosexuals. Although 73% believe homosexuality is wrong and 35% state they feel 
uncomfortable around gay men and lesbian women, 41% express sympathy for gays (Balzar 
as reported in Strong and Devault, 1989). "Nearly 50% agree (half of these strongly) that 
homosexuality, ... can cause a civilization's downfall" (Levitt and Klassen, 1974). In 
contrast, 55% were somewhat in agreement (and half of these strongly) that homosexuality 
is not inherently a problem. Finally, nearly two-thirds of the adult population find 
homosexuality very obscene and vulgar. These findings seem to present an inconsistent view 
towards homosexuality. Some feel sorry for lesbians and gays while others feel repulsed. 
The data reveal an overlap suggesting that individuals may express negative and positive 
attitudes simultaneously. It is argued that while an increasing tolerance is beneficial to the 
gay/lesbian population, the more positive attitudes (feeling sorry for gays) are a milder form 
of widespread homophobia. 
Society sympathizes with gays/lesbians viewing them as sick individuals needing 
treatment for misdirected erotic energy. Concurrently, individuals restrict their interaction 
with known gays and lesbians out of a fear of developing a homosexual orientation. This 
is often expressed by saying "I don't care what they do as long as they leave me alone." 
While this suggests increasing tolerance for gays and lesbians, anything short of accepting 
the homosexual lifestyle on par with heterosexuality is homophobic. 
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Gaining a more comprehensive understanding of heterosexual attitudes towards 
homosexuality requires a comparison to norms of the heterosexual lifestyle, specifically 
extramarital sex. 
The moral indignation engendered when institutional vows and responsibilities 
embodied in marriage are betrayed or threatened-jeopardizing such societal 
values as fidelity and family cohesion stability-corresponds in strength to the 
indignation toward sexual activity considered by many to be 'unnatural' and 
'perverted' (Levitt and Klassen, 1974:30). 
Schneider and Lewis (1984) disagree asserting that extramarital sex is viewed more 
negatively although the reported percentages are close. Regardless of which data is used, 
homosexuality is viewed just as or more negatively than extramarital sex which by its nature 
is a violation of trust and commitment. These attitudes have stabilized over the past 15 
years. A 1988 NORC General Social Survey found that 79.3% agreed that homosexual sex 
was always wrong. Other findings further support the notion that American society is 
extremely homophobic (Young and Whertvine, 1982). 
Homophobia is expressed in many ways encompassing both an attitudinal and a 
behavioral dimension. According to Doyle (1989), homophobia was first used by Smith 
(1971). Homophobia refers to an irrational fear, hatred, or prejudice of homosexuals. A 
psychological perspective defines extreme cases of homophobia as a mental disorder. 
"Americans are subject to homophobic feelings in varying degrees . . . homophobia may 
range from casual jokes about "fags" or "queers" to feelings of revulsion toward gay people. 
Intolerance of any sexual differences from an established norm may be a symptom of 
homophobia" (Gramick, 1983:137). The discussion of hypothesized causes of homophobia 
will further elaborate this proposition. 
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Sources of homophobia include: "(1) a deeply rooted insecurity about one's own 
sexuality and gender identity, (2) a strong fundamentalist religious orientation, and (3) 
ignorance about homosexuality" (Marmor, 1980). Homophobic individuals tend to have less 
personal contact with gays or lesbians (Gramick, 1983; Herek, 1984; Lance, 1987; Bouton 
et al., 1989), to be older (Herek, 1984), less educated (Herek, 1984; Kain, 1990), to have 
lower grades (Kurdek, 1988), to have more restrictive attitudes towards sex (Young and 
Whertvine, 1982; Herek, 1984), to be male (Young and Whertvine, 1982; Maret, 1984; 
Herek, 1988; Bouton et al., 1989), to have fundamentalist religious orientation (Maret, 1984; 
Herek, 1984; Bouton et al., 1989) and to have more guilt associated with sex (Herek, 1984). 
Homophobia has also been found to be correlated with beliefs supporting the inequality of 
women (Gramick, 1983; Kurdek, 1988). Bouton et al. (1989) found political conservatism, 
frequency of church attendance, and membership in a fraternity/sorority to be positively 
associated with higher levels of homophobia. 
Homophobia is not limited to persons of the lower class. Social scientific research 
prior to the 1970s perpetuated misconceptions about homosexuals. The myth that early 
homosexual experiences predisposed persons to a same-sex tendency can be traced to the 
work of East (1946). These early experiences were thought to be perpetrated by homosexual 
pedephiles. This view is still held by members of the conservative New Right (Rubin, 
1978). 
Bieber suggested dysfunctional family patterns are an environmental causal factor of 
homosexuality. More specifically, he believed children from families with a dominant, 
possessive mother, and a weak or absent father would develop into gay adults (Bieber et al.. 
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1962). Deficiencies in heterosexual experiences was another hypothesized cause (Konopka, 
1964) suggesting gays and lesbians cannot compete in the marriage market. Whether 
physical unattractiveness, or undesirable personality, it is believed homosexuality is an 
adaptation compensating for the inability to date and marry. This lack of objectivity and the 
willingness to conceptualize and label homosexuals as sick deviants is a type of homophobia. 
Searching for "causes" of homosexuality while ignoring "causes" of heterosexuality is 
homophobic because the underlying assumption suggests that heterosexuality is the norm and 
homosexuality is a deviation from that norm. 
The treatment of homosexuals by professions within the discipline of Sociology 
reveals a need to develop more tolerance and understanding. A report of the American 
Sociological Association's Task Group on Homosexuality (1982) found that 63% of 
department heads and chairs reported hiring a known homosexual "would produce serious 
problems or that it could just not be done" (1982:164). 
Acknowledging and challenging the homophobic ideology of the scientific community 
is important for two reasons. First, its existence legitimizes homophobic beliefs among the 
general population. Secondly, it demonstrates homophobia is a set of beliefs permeating 
upper educational levels of Western society. 
The impact of homophobia on the individual is widespread and debilitating. 
Discrimination motivated by homophobic attitudes affects choices in employment, military 
service housing and parental rights. "Three quarters (of the sample) would deny . . . 
homosexual(s) the right to be a minister, a schoolteacher, or a judge, and two-thirds would 
bar . . . homosexual(s) from medical practice and government service" (Levitt and Klassen, 
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1974:32). Schneider and Lewis (1984) found that the most opposition to employing 
homosexuals concerned occupations entailing contact with children. Many believe 
homosexual youth leaders are dangerous and "35 percent believe that frustrated homosexuals 
seek out children for sexual purposes" (Levitt and Klassen, 1974:32). 
While it is illegal to overtly discriminate on the basis of race or gender, homosexuals 
are barred from the military, at a disadvantage in child custody hearings, can be fired from 
jobs, and evicted from housing with no legal recourse. They also face imprisonment for 
engaging in the same sexual activities (such as oral-genital sex) for which heterosexuals are 
rarely prosecuted (Strong and Devault, 1989). Research suggests lesbians anticipate and 
encounter significant employment discrimination (Levine and Leonard, 1984). 
Sodomy (legally defined as oral and/or anal sex) remains a crime in twenty-four states 
and the District of Columbia. Two other states classify hand to genital contact as illegal 
when performed by same-sex persons. Although these laws are rarely enforced (an 
exception is the military), "these statutes are frequently invoked to justify other types of 
discrimination against lesbian and gay men on the grounds that they are presumed to violate 
these statutes" (Harvard Law Review Association, 1990:11). This reasoning ignores that 
gays and lesbians can sexually express themselves without violating state statutes. 
Furthermore, when sodomy statutes are enforced, they are disproportionately applied against 
homosexuals. The Griswold and Eisenstadt United States Supreme Court decisions establish 
a privacy right for married and unmarried individuals respectively (Harvard Law Review 
Association, 1990). The Supreme Court failed to establish such a right for gays and lesbians 
in the 1986 Bowers v. Hardwick decision. Interestingly, the majority of the American 
population support the privacy rights of homosexuals. "Nearly 70 percent at least cautiously 
assert, and 38 percent feel strongly, that what consenting adult homosexuals do in private 
is no one else's business" (Levitt and Klassen, 1974). Again, this reflects an attitude of 
indifference as long as heterosexuals feel uninvolved and nonthreatened. While this source 
of data reflects attitudes before AIDS, more recent data reveals that attitudes became more 
negative after AIDS media coverage but have since become more positive (Schneider and 
Lewis, 1984). 
While indifference may be defined as mild homophobia, violence is at the severe end 
of the continuum. Violence against gays and lesbians is seriously underreported to 
authorities. Studies by the National Gay and Lesbian Task Force estimate over 90 percent 
of gays and lesbians have been the victims of violence and harassment on the basis of sexual 
orientation (Mohr, 1988). Violence frequencies estimate "one in five gay men and nearly 
one in ten lesbians had been punched, hit, or kicked; a quarter of all gays had objects thrown 
at them; a third had been chased; a third had been sexually harassed and 14 percent had been 
spit on-all just for being perceived to be gay" (Mohr, 1988:28). 
Few cases of "queerbashing" reach the courts and those that do rarely result in 
conviction. Police and juries discount testimony from gays and construe assaults on gays as 
a form of self-defense in response to a sexual overature (Mohr, 1988). In situations where 
guilt is established, juries will accept highly suspect "diminished capacity" defenses. "The 
best known example is Dan White's voluntary manslaughter conviction for the 1978 
assassination of openly gay San Francisco city councilman (Sis) Harvey Milk-Hostess 
Twinkles, his lawyer successfully argued, made him do it" (Mohr, 1988:29). In other 
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words, his lawyer argued that Dan White was not fully responsible for his actions because 
his mental condition was impaired from eating too much junk food. Recently, a Texas judge 
admitted giving lighter sentences to persons convicted of killing gays and prostitutes. 
Negative attitudes and actions projected against lesbians and gays are the product of 
homophobia. Explanations of homophobia are linked to conceptions of gender-roles within 
American society. One hypothesis proposes that homosexuality is condemned in order to 
reduce sex-role confusion (MacDonald et al., 1972; MacDonald and Games, 1974). The link 
between sexual orientation, gender-identity, and the expression of identity through 
conformity to traditional roles is erroneous, but one made by many in American society 
(Pogrebin, 1980). In other words, people assume homosexuality is a case of gender identity 
confusion. Since we assume gender identity is expressed through adherence to proscribed 
gender-roles and that homosexuals violate gender-roles, homophobia or fear of being labeled 
a homosexual acts to insure conformity to gender-roles reducing role confusion. Stoltenberg 
(1975:36) goes further linking the condemnation of the homosexual, an expression of 
homophobia, to patriarchy. 
I believe therefore that the cultural bias against male homosexuality stems 
directly from these two facts: that patriarchy requires mpn to maintain their 
brotherhood through a common contempt of women; and that the male 
homosexual sex act is construed as a threat to the male-male bond, since there 
is the implication that one of the partners gets fucked as a woman. 
Recall earlier that homophobia was correlated with attitudes condoning the inequality 
of women. "This finding is not surprising because both same-sex behavior and the equality 
of women disturb the traditional notion of what it means to be male and female" (Gramick, 
1983:137). Many heterosexuals assume successful relationships require the expression of 
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instrumental and expressive traits. Instrumental traits are those needed to maintain group 
morale necessary for achieving group goals (Parsons and Bales, 1954). Corresponding to 
cultural stereotypes, women were designated the socio-emotional partner and men the task 
partner. The existence of homosexual relationships upsets traditional ways of 
conceptualizing relations, gender-roles, and the gendered division of labor in American 
society. Same-sex relationships do exist meaning either both persons exhibit instrumental 
and expressive traits, or that one partner is instrumental and the other expressive. There is 
no foundation in the literature for this latter interpretation (Blumstein and Schwartz, 1983; 
Jay and Young, 1977). Homosexuality is threatening because it challenges notions of 
masculinity/femininity and patriarchy. Regardless of cause, the mere existence of 
homophobia impacts on movement goals. First, there is a mixed reaction regarding 
heterosexuals* attitudes concerning the formation of homophile organizations. 
Nearly one half (46 percent) do not agree that homosexuals should be allowed 
to organize for social and recreational purposes (31 percent object strongly), 
and 43 percent would not permit bars serving homosexuals (27 percent feel 
this strongly) (Levitt and Klassen, 1974:35). 
If the organization helps homosexuals cope with their social problems, 74 percent 
would grant the homosexual the right to organize. This attitude underscores the belief that 
the problem is not how society treats the homosexual, but the fact that individuals are not 
heterosexual. This defines homosexuality not only as a problem, but as their problem. Not 
surprisingly, homophobic persons oppose the granting of civil rights to gays/lesbians because 
They think that laws against homosexual acts are a deterrent to such an 
undesirable societal outcome. Such fears coupled with apparent religious 
motivations, have prompted supporters of the moral majority and similar 
fundamentalist organizations to oppose civil rights legislation for gay persons 
(Gramick, 1983:139; Adam, 1987). 
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Another movement goal affected by homophobia is AIDS research and education. 
Assessing factors associated with public attitudes towards AIDS and AIDS knowledge, 
reveals "people with anti-gay attitudes are less responsive to information about AIDS" (Stipp 
and Kerr, 1989). There also is an associational relationship between fear of AIDS and 
homophobia. "There is some general concern about public health which drives both 
homophobia and fear of AIDS" (Young and Whertvine, 1982:896). This is related to the 
perception of AIDS as a gay disease. St. Lawrence et al. (1990:97) found "subjects felt the 
gay male with AIDS, . . . was responsible for and deserving of his disease." This 
perception undermines attempts by homophile organizations to educate the public about AIDS 
and secure funding for AIDS research (Shilts, 1987). 
In summary, experiencing homophobia is an important component of this model 
because it impacts on the cognitive liberation process. Recall that cognitive liberation is a 
function of two collective perceptions, unjustness and ability to change. In this analysis 
change has been divided into internal and external political efficacy. Generally, homophobia 
increases the cost of political participation thus acting to contain the movement. More 
specifically, homophobia is expected to have the following effects on collective attributions. 
H2A The greater the perception of homophobia, the greater the perceptions 
of unjustness. 
H2B The greater the perception of homophobia, the lower the level of 
internal political efficacy. 
H2C The greater the perception of homophobia, the lower the level of 
external political efficacy. 
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Homophobia is a response based on the stigmatisation of homosexuality/lesbianism 
by society. This stigma creates feelings of inferiority and low self-esteem among 
homosexuals. Perceptions of low internal political efficacy exist when one feels inferior or 
incapable. Perceptions of low external efficacy exist when one believes the system is so 
negative that it is unresponsive to insurgent's needs. 
The next concept, organization/community strength is measured with three variables: 
identity formation/being out, media exposure, and degree of contact with organizations. 
Preceding a list of hypothesis associated with these variables, is a review of the identity 
literature. 
Gav/lesbian identity 
A simplistic but important point is that unlike African-Americans or women, gays and 
lesbians do not immediately identify themselves as homosexuals. While differences in skin 
color and anatomy allow identification as white and male, we cannot identify gays and 
lesbians by their physical appearance including manner of dress (Pogrebin, 1980). This 
allows gays and lesbians to "pass" as heterosexuals rendering homosexual identity 
development more difficult. Although Kinsey (1948; 1953) estimates approximately ten 
percent of the population is homosexual, ten percent of the population does not necessarily 
define themselves as homosexual because Kinsey's measure was of homosexual behavior not 
self-definition. Identity then, is more than having the predisposition towards homosexual 
behavior. 
The identity development process involves labeling inherent erotic feelings as 
homosexual. Since gays and lesbians live within a heterosexist society, this is a difficult 
process indeed. There are several models of identity formation including Chapman and 
Brannock (1987), Cass (1979), and Troiden (1989). Coleman (1982) develops a model of 
"coming out" which includes homosexual self-definition. 
Troiden (1989:46) defines identity as "a perception of self as homosexual in relation 
to romantic or sexual situations." Using the work of Cass (1979) he divides identity into 
three components: self-identity; perceived identity; and presented identity. Self-identity is 
when individuals define themselves as homosexual in romantic or sexual situations. 
Perceived identity exists when individuals know or believe that others view them as 
homosexual. Finally, presented identity is when the individual announces that she/he is 
homosexual. Troiden (1989:46-47) elaborates by saying that identities "are most fully 
realized ... in situations. . . where an agreement exists between who people think they are, 
who they claim they are, and how others view them." Therefore, Troiden claims identity 
is the most fully developed when people are out of the closet. 
Being "out" exists on a continuum from being completely in the closet (only yourself 
and sexual partners know) to being completely out (everyone knows). Most persons are in 
between, confiding in selected friends or parents but are more discreet with bosses and co­
workers. 
Troiden (1989:63) articulates a four stage model of identity formation. Rather than 
describing all four stages, only the last stage will be discussed because of its importance for 
operationalizing the identity variable. Stage four is called commitment and has both internal 
and external indicators. Internal indicators include: 
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(a) the fusion of sexuality and emotionality into a significant whole; (b) shift 
in the meanings attached to homosexual identities; (c) a perception of the 
homosexual identity as a valid self-identity; (d) expressed satisfaction with the 
homosexual identity; (e) increased happiness after self-defining as a 
homosexual. It is indicated by (a) same sex love relationships; (b) disclosure 
of the homosexual audiences; and (c) a shift in the type of stigma management 
styles. 
Of the indicators discussed, a perception of the homosexual identity as a valid identity, 
expressed satisfaction with the homosexual identity, and the external indicator of disclosure 
to a nonhomosexual audience (being more "out") are used to operationalize the identity 
concept. Although current models do not fit the experiences of all gays and lesbians, 
considering identity development is an important concept to the political process model. 
The identity formation process is an important means of increasing the potential 
political base of movement members. The stigma of homosexuality expressed through 
homophobia increases the cost of political participation. Yet, the movement depends on 
persons who will admit to being homosexual (Dank, 1971). Therefore, it is logical to 
assume that the more homosexuals with a fully developed identity, the stronger the 
community with more potential member resources for insurgent organizations. 
Figure 4.2 proposes both direct and indirect effects of identity on political 
participation. Theoretically, there is a direct link between integration and participation 
within insurgency movements. The more integrated a member is within the minority 
community, the more likely she/he will participate in actions designed to change the system 
(McAdam, 1982). It is reasonable to infer that identity development is a prerequisite for 
integration within the gay/lesbian community. Additionally, Melucci (1988:343) argues that 
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the propensity of an individual to become involved in collective action is thus 
tied to the differential capacity to define an identity, that is, to the differential 
access to resources that enable him (Sic) to participate in the process of 
identity building. 
Finally, persons who exhibit strong group identity show more active participation (Milbrath 
and Goel, 1977). While a direct relationship between identity and political participation is 
possible, it is plausible that an indirect one exists as well operating through perceptions of 
unjustness. The more developed the identity, the greater the perception of unjustness 
because those that are "out" are more susceptible to discriminatory and other homophobic 
acts. Finally, a positive relationship is predicted between identity and internal political 
efficacy. Efficacy is a feeling of competency, in this case a belief that the individual can 
have an impact. A fully developed identity comes through psychological acceptance and 
adjustment to being homosexual (Gonsiorek and Rudolf, 1991). This adjustment may 
facilitate feelings of efficacy. Since the literature does not suggest it, no relationship is 
predicted between identity and external political efficacy. In summary, the following three 
hypotheses are proposed to ascertain direct and indirect effects of identity on political 
participation. 
H3A Persons with a stronger gay/lesbian identity are more likely to 
participate within the gay/lesbian liberation movement. 
H3B Persons with a stronger gay/lesbian identity will have stronger 
perceptions of unjustness. 
H3C Persons with a stronger gay/lesbian identity will have stronger internal 
political efficacy. 
The next two variables, media exposure and degree of gay/lesbian organizational contact, 
are the final indicators of organizational and community strength. 
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Media exposure 
The media has only been recently recognized as an important political influence 
(Conway, 1985). However, studies are largely confined to effects on voting behavior 
(Graber, 1989). The amount of mass media exposure is impressive. Graber (1989:152) 
reports "the average American adult spends nearly 3 hours a day watching television, 2 hours 
listening to radio, 20 minutes reading a newspaper and 10 minutes reading a magazine." 
Recent research examines the impact of various types of mass media on political attitudes 
and participation. For example, "the reliance on television as a primary source of news 
increases (a) social distrust, (b) political cynicism, (c) political inefficacy, (d) partisan 
disloyalty, and (e) third party visibility" (Conway, 1985:70). Media exposure may also have 
a direct effect on political participation. Milbrath and Goel (1977:35) argue that "the more 
stimuli about politics a person receives, the greater the likelihood he (Sic) will participate 
in politics, and the greater the depth of his (Sic) participation." Stimuli from the 
environment may come from several sources including the mass media. 
Figure 4.2 illustrates a direct relationship between media exposure and collective 
attributions because "news stories play a crucial part in shaping the perceptions of reality of 
millions of people in all walks of life" (Graber, 1989:3). Other research suggests that 
exposure to political news has a depressant effect of attitudes such as political efficacy 
(Conway, 1985). Perhaps these discrepant findings are explained by the failure to include 
variables in research known to mediate media effects. 
Mass media impacts are influenced by several variables including: degree of prior 
knowledge; opinions formed; type of media; trust of the media; perceptions of quality of 
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information; motivation for political knowledge; other sources of information; and sensitivity 
to the issues (Graber, 1989). Media impact lessens when individuals have already formed 
opinions, lack motivation for political knowledge, distrust the media, believe supplied 
information is deficient, and/or have prior knowledge (Graber, 1989). In this situation, 
media tends only to reinforce already existing opinions and knowledge (Graber, 1989). 
Since the media has more influence when persons are sensitive to the issues and 
lacking in alternative information sources, it is inferred that gays and lesbians have more 
sensitivity to media coverage of gay/lesbian issues. This may be especially true for gays and 
lesbians lacking homosexual community involvement. This, of course, depends on 
homosexuals having positive perceptions of the media. Since the "precise link between 
exposure to media images and corresponding political behavior remains uncertain" (Graber, 
1989:178), and others suggest a link (Milbrath and Goel, 1977), a positive relationship 
between media exposure and political participation is predicted. However, not all research 
supports this hypothesis. For example, McBride and Thompson (quoted in Graber, 1989) 
found that television viewers were less involved in political behavior. In summary, the 
following hypotheses are proposed: 
H4A The higher the exposure to mass media, the greater the perception of 
unjustness. 
H4B The higher the exposure to mass media, the greater the degree of 
internal political efficacy. 
H4C The higher the exposure to mass media, the greater the degree of 
external efficacy. 
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H4D The higher the exposure to mass media, the greater the degree of 
political participation. 
Oreani^atignal çpntaçt 
The last measure or organization/community strength is contact with gay/lesbian 
organizations. McAdam states that for the movement to survive, insurgency must be shifted 
to organizations created for that purpose. However, organizations whose primary purpose 
is not insurgency, can still serve as important facilitators for recruitment and the 
development of collective attributions. Melucci (1988:339) found that organizational 
"recruitment networks play a fundamental role in the process of involving individuals." In 
addition he argues that "individuals influence each other, negotiate within these networks, 
and produce the cognitive motivational frames of reference necessary for action" (Melucci, 
1988:340). This position is similar to McAdam's cognitive liberation concept. 
Many types of formal and informal networks exist within the gay/lesbian community. 
Some of these are political advocacy organizations while others are sports teams or 
lesbian/gay bars. Besides the theoretical argument for including organizations, the literature 
also indicates a need to ascertain the direct and indirect effects of organizations on political 
participation. Conway (1985), Milbrath and Goel (1977) and Peterson (1990) assert that 
organizational involvement is predictive of political participation. According to a review of 
the literature conducted by Peterson (1990), this is especially true for unconventional political 
behavior including protest marches and demonstrations. 
Organizations also affect the formation of collective attributions. McAdam argues 
that organizations provide communication networks necessary for the cognitive liberation 
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process. Some support also exists in the literature suggesting that homophile organizational 
contact may in the short term facilitate self-esteem (Greenberg, 1976; Farrell and Morrione, 
1974; Jacobs and Tedford, 1980). If we define internal efficacy as a type of self-confidence, 
self-esteem can be viewed as a related concept. Where regimes are more open and 
democratic, internal political efficacy may be linked to feelings of competence or self-
esteem. Given the repressive environment for homosexuals, this may not be applicable. The 
following four hypotheses are proposed: 
H5A The greater the degree of organizational contact, the greater the 
perception of unfairness. 
HSB The greater the degree of organizational contact, the greater the degree 
of internal political efficacy. 
HSC The greater the degree of organizational contact, the greater the degree 
of external political efficacy. 
HSD The greater the degree of organizational contact, the greater the level 
of political participation. 
In summary, this previous section detailed the effects of the three exogenous variables on 
collective attributions and political participation. This next section will discuss the direction 
effects of collective attributions on political participation and definitions of political behavior. 
Collective Attributions 
Perceptions of uniustness 
Figure 4.2 diagrams a relationship between perceptions of unjustness and political 
participation. Although a review of the literature says little about perceptions of unfairness, 
it does discuss the importance of negotiated perceptions on collective action. In addition, 
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McAdam's model stresses the importance of this perception in combination with internal 
political efficacy on collective action (McAdam, 1982). Therefore, the following hypothesis 
is proposed. 
H6 The greater the perception of unjustness, the greater the level of political 
participation. 
pplitiçal gffiçflgy 
The next two collective attributions are internal and external political efficacy. 
Political efficacy is a concept that has been extensively researched in the political science and 
political sociology literature. Here the literature and definitions of both internal and external 
efficacy will be reviewed, an application will be made to the political process model, and 
specific hypotheses will be presented. 
Political efficacy is defined as "the feeling that an individual political action does have 
or can have an impact on the political process" (Cambell, Garin, and Miller, 1954:618). 
This concept has since been divided into two dimensions, internal and external (Converse, 
1972; Balch, 1974; Craig, 1980). Internal political efficacy refers to feeling that one's 
actions can have an impact. External political efficacy is feeling that the government is 
becoming responsive to individuals (Shingles, 1981). Cohan's (1982) discussion of obstacles 
to the lesbian/gay rights movement included government nonresponsiveness. There are, 
then, two attitude objects: oneself and the system (Coleman and Davis, 1976:189). Using 
political efficacy as a predictor of political participation is essential, since better behavioral 
expectancies are obtained (Aberach, 1969; Miller and Miller, 1975). In other words, 
predictions of political behavior are more sound when political efficacy is included as one 
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of the independent variables. 
Political efficacy is moderately associated with turnout in presidential elections but 
is only weakly associated with midterm elections (Conway, 1985). While the level of 
internal political efficacy has remained fairly stable in the population, the level of external 
political efficacy has declined between the years 1952-1980 (Conway, 1985). 
The relationship between the two dimensions of efficacy and political participation 
is predicted as; 
H7A The higher the level of internal political efficacy, the greater the level 
of political participation. 
H7B The higher the level of external political efficacy, the greater the level 
of political participation. 
General political efficacy has been linked to political participation by many 
researchers including Milbrath and Goel (1977). Peterson (1990) provides an updated 
summary of the political efficacy literature. The relationship between political efficacy and 
political behavior is strong regardless of whether participation is operationalized as 
conventional or nonconventional participation behavior (Peterson, 1990). Conventional 
participation includes voting or writing a letter to legislative representatives. 
Nonconventional participation includes less socially accepted forms such as rioting or protest 
(Milbrath and Goel, 1977). For this project, the operationalization of political participation 
includes both conventional and unconventional dimensions. 
In summary, a gay/lesbian political participation model has been developed including 
the variables of: AIDS salience, homophobia, indicators of organization and community 
strength, collective attributions of unjustness, internal and external efficacy, and political 
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participation. This model is informed by the political process model but also differs from 
it. Modifications include the introduction of an AIDS salience variable, the inclusion of 
external political efficacy, and not directly assessing either broad socioeconomic processes 
or shifting political opportunities. The next chapter discusses operationalization of specific 
variables in the model and factor analysis results with reliability scores. 
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CHAPTER 5. METHODS AND FACTOR ANALYSIS 
This chapter is divided into four parts consisting of: data collection methods, 
descriptive statistics, variable operationalization and factor analysis/reliability scores for scale 
items used to measure discrimination, organizational contact, identity, perceptions of 
unjustness, internal political efficacy, external political efficacy, and political participation. 
A summarization of data collection techniques will precede discussion of reliability scores 
and factor analysis results. Subsequent to the factor analysis results, descriptive statistics and 
correlation matrices will conclude this chapter. 
Methodology 
The survey questions used in this analysis were part of a larger study implemented 
with assistance from two other colleagues. Surveys with cover letters and self-
addressed/stamped envelopes were distributed by the principal researchers over a five month 
period in fourteen different states using a variety of sampling techniques. Since the targeted 
population is stigmatized, random sampling is unrealistic. Although Harry (1990) advocates 
the use of telephone random sampling to reach a more diverse group of homosexuals, it is 
estimated that less than 5% would admit to being gay over the telephone. 
Contact with respondents was made in three different ways; 1) through gay/lesbian 
organizations; 2) gay/lesbian pride events; and 3) acquaintances within the gay/lesbian 
community. Organizations were sent a packet containing the following; a cover letter 
explaining the research; a questionnaire; and a postage-paid postcard to respond. Research 
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explanations within the cover letter included purpose and goals of the research, as well as 
precautions designed to protect their members choosing to participate. A copy of the cover 
letter used is contained in the Appendix. Organizations indicating interest were sent 
additional surveys for distribution. 
Questionnaires were distributed at two gay/lesbian pride events in Des Moines and 
Iowa City, Iowa during the summer of 1991. The organizers were contacted for permission 
to distribute questionnaires to interested respondents. Respondents often took additional 
questionnaires to give to their gay/lesbian/bisexual friends who were unwilling or unable to 
attend pride events. 
The last method of distributing surveys was through several personal acquaintances 
giving questionnaires to gay/lesbian friends. Distribution of all surveys was done in 
accordance with procedures approved by the Human Subjects Committee at Iowa State 
University. These procedures were designed to protect respondents from physical or 
psychological harm resulting from participating in the research. 
The procedures protected respondents in several ways. First, participation was 
voluntary. Potential respondents could elect not to participate or to selectively participate 
by omitting items found to be offensive or painful. Also, anonymity was guaranteed in two 
ways. Respondents returning surveys in pre-addressed and stamped envelopes were 
instructed not to include any identifying information on the survey. Secondly, there was no 
contact between researcher and respondent for the majority of the surveys. Contact occurred 
only at gay/lesbian pride events and only for those surveys given directly to respondents. 
Confidentiality was protected by keeping surveys in a secure place preventing unauthorized 
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access. Finally, names and numbers of gay/lesbian resource organizations were made 
available in case individuals experienced psychological stress as a result of completing the 
survey. 
Two issues emerge from the use of these data collection techniques. First, snowball 
sampling results in a biased or nonrepresentative sample (Babbie, 1979). This seriously 
impairs the ability to generalize findings beyond the sample to the population of American 
gays and lesbians. However, the use of multiple data collection methods helps keep the bias 
in the data as low as possible. As long as society persecutes and stigmatizes homosexual 
citizens, collecting random and representative data will be impossible. 
The second issue is the situational context in which the sampling took place. The 
research goal is to explain homosexual political participation. Yet, some sampling took place 
at gay/lesbian pride events and within gay/lesbian organizations. This may insure that some 
of the persons sampled have a stronger sense of identity and are more "out of the closet. " 
Both of these variables are hypothesized to be predictors of political participation. Using 
contacts within the gay/lesbian community and distributing surveys to those not attending 
gay/lesbian pride events or organizations through respondents that do attend are attempts to 
overcome these weaknesses. 
Despite the difficulties in reaching a stigmatized population, 816 surveys were 
distributed with 306 surveys returned for a response rate of 37.7%. It is estimated that 
33.5% (274) were distributed by organizations, 27.5% (225) at lesbian/gay pride events, and 
38.8% (317) by personal contacts within the community. Of the completed surveys, 169 
were gay/bisexual male respondents and 130 were lesbian/bisexual females. A total of seven 
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respondents did not include their sex. 
Sample descriptive statistics reveal a highly educated group. Out of a total of 306 
respondents, 31.4% (96) report educational experience beyond the four year college degree. 
Those with a college (four year) degree include 28.8% (88) of the sample. Those with some 
post high school experience but lacking the college degree describes 35.6% (109) of the 
sample. Overall, less than 5% report a high school diploma or less. The mean age of the 
sample is approximately 32 years of age with respondents ranging between 18 and 79 years 
of age. 
In examining occupation, the high educational achievement of the sample is reflected 
by the 44.4% (136) working in professional careers or owning a business. Students 
comprise 21.6% (66) of the sample. Those that can be classified as skilled and unskilled 
workers comprise 22.9% (70) of the sample. The residual category includes miscellaneous 
as well as retired people making up 11.1% (34) of the sample. 
Income levels do not reflect the high educational level of this sample with the modal 
category being less than $15,000 (37.9% or 116 respondents). A close second in the 
$15,000 to $30,000 (34.6% or 106) placing the mean income somewhere between $15,000 
and $30,000. 
Since the survey originated in Iowa, it is not surprising that a little over half of the 
respondents report Iowa as their state of residence (56.6% or 173). Minnesota and 
California make up the next two popular categories with 10.5% (32) and 9.5% (29) 
respectively. Frequencies for the rest of the sample include: Nebraska 4.9% (15); Colorado 
1.6% (5); North Dakota 1.0% (3); District of Columbia 2.3% (7); New York .7% (2); 
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Illinois 1% (3); Indiana 5.2% (16); Texas 4.2% (13); Missouri .7% (2); Virginia .3% (1); 
and New Jersey .3% (1). Four of the respondents did not indicate a state of residence. 
Finally, in examining whether respondents lived in a rural or urban environment, only 
1% (10) reported not living in an urban area which was defined on a continuum ranging 
from town or small city (2,5(X)-49,999) to a metropolitan area (50,000+). This section 
detailed data collection methods and demographic characteristics of the sample. The next 
section reports descriptive statistics for all variables. 
Descriptive Statistics 
This section begins with a table reporting descriptive statistics for all single items and 
the political participation scale. Examining the table demonstrates that some of the variables 
are skewed. This is especially true for attitudinal items measuring perceptions of unjustness 
and the responsiveness of government to the needs of gays and lesbians. The causes of the 
skewness vary but three possibilities are: insufficient sample size, inadequate sampling, and 
a natural condition of the population. These possibilities and the impact on the results will 
be discussed more fully after examining descriptive statistics for all completed scale items. 
Table 5.1 reports descriptive statistics for all variables that will be defmed and factor 
analyzed in the next section. 
Examining the descriptive statistics results reveal that several variables are skewed 
towards the upper end of the variable range. These include gays and lesbians deserve better 
treatment, government should outlaw discrimination, government should allow gay/lesbian 
couple adoption, believing my political participation will have an impact, believing political 
79 
Table 5.1. Descriptive statistics for all independent and dependent variables presented by 
the overall sample 
Variable Description Mean Std. Dev. Range 
VarOOl Deserve better treatment 4.83 .50 1 to 5 
Var002 Treatment is fair 4.58 .87 1 to 5 
Var003 Govt, outlaw discrimination 3.97 1.02 1 to 5 
Vai004 No need to repeal laws 4.40 1.03 1 to 5 
VarOOS Allow adoption 4.36 .87 1 to 5 
Var006 Responding to AIDS 1.56 .87 1 to 5 
Var007 Responsive to other issues 2.18 1.03 1 to 5 
VarOOS Concerned about needs 1.83 .83 1 to 5 
Var009 Impact of my participation 4.12 .80 1 to 5 
VarOlO Public officials care 2.39 .96 1 to 5 
VarOll Have a say in government 3.63 1.08 1 to 5 
Var012 Marriage laws 3.13 .96 1 to 5 
Var013 Deserve discrimination 4.61 .78 1 to 5 
Var014 Govt, becoming responsive 2.62 .99 1 to 5 
VarOlS Political activity impact 4.16 .73 1 to 5 
Var023 Poly org frequency 2.40 1.18 1 to 5 
Var024 Gay bar frequency 2.94 .97 1 to 5 
Var025 Gay religious frequency 1.84 1.15 1 to 5 
Var026 Gay social frequency 2.44 1.11 1 to 5 
Var027 Resource frequency 2.91 1.15 1 to 5 
Var029 Physical assault 1.42 .49 1 to 2 
Var030 Sexual assault 1.17 .37 1 to 2 
Var031 Fired from work 1.09 .28 1 to 2 
Var032 Had to move 1.08 .26 1 to 2 
Var033 Property damaged 1.24 .43 1 to 2 
Var034 Relationship ignored 1.41 .49 1 to 2 
Var042 Contact representatives .44 .50 0 to 1 
Var043 Donate money .70 .46 0 to 1 
Var044 Demonstrate .61 .49 0 to 1 
Var047 Pride participation .80 .40 0 to 1 
Var054 Gay media exposure 3.59 .94 1 to 5 
Var055 Straight media exposure 3.97 .61 1 to 5 
Vai070 Wish not gay 3.61 1.34 1 to 5 
Var071 Don't care who knows 3.23 1.33 1 to 5 
Var072 Suspect not gay 4.42 .91 1 to 5 
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Table 5.1. continued 
Variable Description Mean Std. Dev. Range 
Var073 AIDS importance 4.71 .58 1 to 5 
Var075 Homophobia 4.23 .77 1 to 5 
Varl74 Out of the closet 3.95 1.12 1 to 5 
Political activity 2.55 1.40 0 to 4 
Number of valid observations = 270 
participation of others will have an impact, donating money to political causes, exposure to 
straight media, participating in pride events, suspecting I am not gay, AIDS importance as 
a social issue, perceptions of societal homophobia, and being out of the closet. Some of the 
variables were measured with alto 5 Likert scale. 
Originally, 1 represented "strongly agree" and 5 "strongly disagree". The following 
variables were recoded with S indicating "strongly agree" and 1 indicating "strongly 
disagree". These variables include deserve better treatment, government should outlaw 
discrimination, allow adoption, impact of my political participation, and believing the 
political activity of others will have an impact. Results indicate that the means are skewed 
towards the "strongly agree" end of the continuum. Suspecting I am not gay was not 
recoded with a mean near S indicating skewness towards the "strongly disagree" end of the 
continuum. Other variables at the "strongly disagree" end of the continuum include 
treatment is fair, no need to repeal laws, and gays and lesbians deserve discrimination. 
The following variables were measured with a 1 to S scale with 1 indicating low and 
S high. These variables include exposure to straight media, AIDS importance as a social 
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issue, perceptions of homophobia, and out of the closet rating. None of these variables were 
recoded with results indicating skewness towards S or the high end of the continuum. 
For donating money and participating in gay/lesbian pride events, variables were 
reduced into a dichotomy and recoded with 0 representing nonparticipation and 1 
participation. Results indicate that the means are skewed towards the participation end on 
the continuum. 
Some variables were skewed towards the upper end of the range but not as severely 
as the previously-mentioned variables. These variables include having a say in government, 
marriage laws should be passed, frequency of gay bar attendance, frequency of attending 
resource organizations, gay media exposure, wishing I was not gay/lesbian, and not caring 
who knows I'm gay/lesbian. Having a say in government was not recoded indicating the 
mean is skewed towards the "strongly disagree" end of the continuum. Marriage laws 
should be passed was recoded with the mean indicating skewness towards the "strongly 
agree" end of the continuum. The frequency of attending gay bars, resource organizations, 
and gay media exposure was not recoded with the means indicating skewness towards the 
high exposure or more frequent attendance end of the continuum. The variables wishing I 
was not gay/lesbian and not caring who knows I am gay/lesbian were not recoded with 
means indicating skewness towards the "strongly disagree" end of the continuum. 
Variables that have means at about the midpoint of the range are public officials care 
about what I think, the government is becoming responsive to the needs of gays and lesbians, 
frequency of attending political organizations, frequency of attending gay social 
organizations, experiencing physical assault, having relationships ignored by friends and 
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family, contacting political representatives, demonstrating for my beliefs, and political 
activity. 
Items measured with alto 5 Likert scale include public officials care about what I 
think, and government is becoming responsive to the needs of gays and lesbians. Attending 
gay political and gay social organizations is measured with a 1 to 5 scale with 1 indicating 
low attendance and S high. Experiencing physical assault and having relationships ignored 
by friends and family was measured using a dichotomous scale with 1 indicating this did 
happen and 1 that it had not. These items were recoded with the higher score indicating 
occurrence. Contacting representatives and demonstrating for my beliefs was measured with 
a 0 to 1 scale. When recoded, 1 indicates participation and 0 nonparticipation. Finally, 
political activity is a composite variable of all the political participation items on a 0 to 4 
scale with 4 indicating higher levels of participation. 
Items skewed towards the lower end of the range include perceptions of government 
responsiveness to AIDS, government is concerned about my needs, frequency of attending 
gay religious organizations, experiencing sexual assault, being fired from work, having to 
move because I am gay/lesbian, and having property damaged. 
Perceptions of government responsiveness to AIDS and government is concerned 
about my needs is measured with alto 5 Likert scale. When recoded, results indicate that 
the means were skewed towards the strongly disagree end of the continuum which was 
represented by the code 1. Gay religious organization attendance was not recoded with 
results indicating the mean is skewed towards the less frequent attendance end of the 
continuum represented by a 1 on a 1 to S scale. Experiencing sexual assault, being fired 
from work, having to move, and property damaged were all recoded and measured on a 
dichotomous scale with 1 indicating it did not occur and 2 indicating occurrence. Results 
indicate the means are skewed towards the low end of the continuum indicating a low 
frequency of occurrence. The causes of skewness will be discussed in a latter section 
reporting descriptive statistics for all constructed scales and separate indicators. 
Operationalization of Variables and 
Factor Analysis Results 
Factor analysis is a statistical technique "whose common objective is to represent a 
set of variables in terms of a smaller number of hypothetical variables" (Kim and Mueller, 
1978:9a). There are two different types of factor analysis called exploratory and 
confirmatory. Confirmatory factor analysis is used to test hypotheses regarding the number 
of hypothetical underlying dimensions and which items will load together. Exploratory 
analysis is used when the researcher does not know how many hypothetical factors exist or 
which items will load together. Since this research is using mostly untested scales, 
exploratory factor analysis is used. 
The other factor analysis issue concerns rotation. Rotation methods do not improve 
how well the extracted factors fit the data but are used to simplify interpretation of factor 
analysis results (Kim and Mueller, 1978a). Initially, factor analysis finds the "minimum 
number of factors that can adequately account for observed correlations" (Kim and Mueller, 
1978b:29). Rotation "involves finding simpler and more easily interpretable factors" (Kim 
and Mueller, 1978b:29). While many different types of rotation exist, varimax rotation is 
used often because it is easier to interpret than other rotation methods (Kim and Mueller, 
1978a). 
For example, in this research four questions were asked measuring internal political 
efficacy. If these items are highly intercorrelated, they will load on one factor. By 
combining these items together, one variable can be used to represent these questions. If 
they load on more than one factor, varimax rotation is used to reduce the variables into 
factors that are more easily interpreted. 
At this point, reliability analysis is performed assessing the consistency or reliability 
of this measure. In this analysis, Cronbach's Alpha is used to assess reliability. Cronbach's 
Alpha calculates how intercorrelated the variables are. As the average correlation among 
items and the number of items increase, the value of alpha also increases. The higher the 
alpha, the more reliable or consistent the measure (Carmines and Zeller, 1979). The 
Cronbach Alpha scores reported in this chapter range from .40 to .75. Generally, 
the scores are adequate because Cronbach's Alpha is considered a "lower bound" measure 
(Carmines and Zeller, 1979). This means that the true reliability is never lower than the 
computed alpha making Cronbach's Alpha a conservative reliability measure. 
The last issue to consider is whether or not to report eigenvalues. Some factor 
analysis tables report the eigenvalues but a good statistics rule of thumb is that eigenvalues 
over 1 signify the extraction of a factor. Since the tables show how many factors were 
extracted, reporting eigenvalues is somewhat redundant. Therefore, this statistic will not be 
reported in the tables. 
The factor loadings and reliability results presented in this section are shown for the 
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overall sample and in some cases for male and female subsamples. Justification for splitting 
the sample comes from the political participation literature suggesting that sex is an important 
control variable (Milbrath and Goel, 1977). Other literature to be discussed in the summary 
of this chapter notes that there are differences between gays and lesbians as well. Therefore, 
subsequent model testing will divide the sample by males and females. A necessary 
precondition of model testing is to insure that scales used work for both the male and female 
subsamples. Discussion of the single items measuring AIDS salience and homophobia will 
precede consideration of the several scales used in this analysis. 
AlPg saligngg 
This variable measures how important the AIDS issue is to respondents in order to 
assess its impact on political participation. Specifically, AIDS salience is thought to 
indirectly affect political participation through both perceptions of unjustness and external 
political efficacy. Persons rating AIDS as an important social issue are hypothesized to have 
lower levels of external political efficacy (believing that the government is becoming more 
responsive) and stronger perceptions of unjustness. This variable was measured with the 
following question: 
VAR073: With 1 being the lowest and 5 the highest, rate the importance of AIDS as a 
social issue. 
Low High 
1 2 3 4 5 
Since this variable is a single indicator, factor analysis and reliability results are not possible 
nor warranted. 
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Hpmpphpbia and discrimination 
Homophobia and discrimination represent the social control concept of the political 
process model. This is measured with a scale including perceptions of overall societal 
homophobia and experiencing homophobia through discrimination. Homophobia is predicted 
to impact political participation through collective attributions. Specifically, persons who 
perceive a high degree of homophobia and/or experience discrimination are hypothesized to 
perceive higher levels of unjustness and lower levels of internal and external political 
efficacy. 
The questions measuring homophobia and discrimination appear in the survey as 
follows: 
VAR075 (Homophobia): With 1 being low and 5 being high, what is the overall level of 
homophobia (fear and/or hatred of gays/lesbians) in American society? 
Low High 
1 2 3 4 5 
Discrimination: The following list are examples of things that could have happened 
to you. For each item, circle either yes or no. Circle yes only if this directly happened to 
you AND if it occurred because others believed you are a gay/lesbian. 
(If yes, 
estimate how 
YES many times) NO 
Var029 Someone threatened to or did physically 
hurt me (verbal threats, hitting, slap, 
punch, kick, beat-up, strike with an 
object, or use a weapon) because I am 
gay/lesbian. 1 2 
87 
(If yes, 
estimate how 
YES many times) NO 
Var030 Someone threatened to or did sexually 
assault me because I am gay/lesbian 
(i.e., verbal threats or made an un­
successful or successful attempt to 
touch breasts or genitals, or force 
oral, anal, or vaginal intercourse). 2 
Var031 I have been fired from work. 1 2 
Vai032 I have had to move out of housing. 1 2 
Vai034 My friends and family have ignored my 
relationship by not including my 
partner in their plans (i.e., 
invitations to dinner, etc.). 1 2 
Since homophobia and discrimination do not share the same scale dimensions, the 
items could not be factored together. While the homophobia item could be broken down into 
a dichotomous variable, a loss of information will occur. Additionally, homophobia is a 
perception while discrimination is a measure of behaviors experienced. Therefore, these 
items will be kept separate. Perceptions of homophobia ranged on a scale of 1 to 5. In 
contrast, discrimination was measured using just two response categories: 1 indicating that 
the behavior had occurred; and 2 indicating it had not. Therefore, just the discrimination 
items were factor analyzed using varimax rotation and Cronbach's Alpha was computed 
measuring reliability. Table 5.2 shows the factor loadings and reliability score for the 
discrimination items. Although not presented in the table, these items loaded on the same 
factors for males and females. 
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Table 5.2. Factor loadings and reliability results for discrimination items presented 
by the overall sample 
Rotated Factor Loadings 
Variable Description Factor 1 Factor 2 Factor 3 
Var029 Physical assault .79133 .04880 .10022 
Var030 Sexual assault .65134 .27151 - .12111 
Var031 Fired from work .07633 - .08406 .88325 
Var032 Forced out of housing .09329 .55644 .56475 
Var033 Property damaged .75186 - .09919 .18122 
Var034 Ignored by family/friends .05884 .87161 - .06747 
Cronbach's Alpha (all variables) = .5306 
N = 297 
Dropping the variables fired from work, forced out of housing, and ignored by 
family/friends from factor 1 resulted in reliability scores of .5915, .5619, and .6079 for the 
overall sample, male and female subsamples respectively. The remaining items consisting 
of physical assault, sexual assault, and property damaged comprised the 
assault/discrimination scale. 
Looking at factors 2 and 3 of the discrimination items shows that one variable, forced 
out of housing, loads on both factors. Since it did not differentiate between the two factors, 
it was eliminated. Ignored by family and friends was the only other variable that loads 
strongly on factor, two. Fired from work loads heavily on factor three and was also retained 
as a separate indicator. In summary, discrimination will be measured with the 
assault/discrimination scale (Var029, Var030, and Var033) and two separate items (Var031 
and Var034) for both the overall sample, male, and female subsamples. 
Table 5.3 lists factor loadings and alpha reliability scores for the remaining items 
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comprising the assault/discrimination scale for the overall sample, male, and female 
subsamples. 
Organization and communitv strength 
Identitv/beinp "out" This variable is one of the measures of organization and 
community strength. One of the greatest resources of a movement is its members. The 
gay/lesbian movement needs people who not only identify with movement goals but that also 
publicly acknowledge their sexual orientation. Having a strong gay/lesbian identity is 
predicted to result in greater perceptions of unjustness and higher levels of political 
participation. Persons with a stronger sense of identity are also predicted to have higher 
levels of internal political efficacy. The following questions comprise the identity scale. 
Table 5.3. Factor loadings and reliability results for retained assault/discrimination 
items presented by the overall sample and sex 
Factor Loading; 
Variable Description Overall Males Females 
Var029 Physical assault .80439 .80436 .80517 
Var030 Sexual assault .66184 .61571 .71071 
Var033 Property damaged .75635 .76401 .72889 
Cronbach's Alpha = .5915 .5619 .6079 
N = 305 168 130 
Strongly Strongly 
Agree Agree Unsure Disagree Disagree 
Var070 There are times I wish 
I was not gay 1 2 3 4 5 
Var071 I do not care who knows 
that I am gay 1 2 3 4 5 
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Var072 Sometimes, I suspect 
that I am not gay 
Varl74 On a scale of 1-5, how 
1 2 3 4 5 
would you rate yourself 
as "out of the closet?" 
Very out 
1 2 3 
In the closet 
4 5 
Factor analysis performed on the identity items revealed that for the overall sample and for 
males, all items loaded on one factor. For females, items located on two factors with times 
I wish I was not gay and sometimes I suspect I am not gay loading on one factor and I do 
not care who knows I'm gay and perceptions of being out of closet loading on the other. 
All identity variables are used for the overall sample and for males. For females, identity 
is broken into two dimensions consistent with the factor analysis. Reliability scores for the 
identity scale were good with Cronbach's alpha scores of .7249, .7552, and .7003 for the 
overall sample, males and females respectively. Table 5.4 summarizes factor loadings and 
reliability scores by the overall sample and male and female subsamples. 
Media exposure The media is a means of communicating goals and progress of a 
movement to members. Given the stigmatization of the homosexual population, the media 
may be the only method many closeted members use for maintaining contact with the 
gay/lesbian community. Operationalizing the media exposure variable entailed assessing the 
frequency of straight and gay/lesbian media exposure. Frequent media exposure to 
gay/lesbian issues is predicted to impact the formation of collective attributions and political 
participation. Specifically, higher media exposure predicts greater levels of political 
participation, internal political efficacy, external political efficacy, and perceptions of 
unjustness. 
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Table 5.4. Factor loadings and reliability results for identity items presented by the 
overall sample and sex 
Factgr Loadings 
Variable Description Overall Males 
Vai070 Wish I was not gay .46493 .48185 
Var071 I don't care who knows .65668 .67231 
Var072 I suspect I'm not gay .44121 .46187 
Varl74 Out of closet rating .63977 .70479 . 
Cronbach's Alpha = .7249 .7552 
N — 288 166 
Rotated Female Factor Loadings 
Factor 1 Factor 2 
Var070 Wish I was not gay .18769 .83423 
Var071 I don't care who knows .86436 .25326 
Var072 I suspect I'm not gay .11093 .86207 
Varl74 Out of closet rating .91513 .07601 
Cronbach's Alpha (all variables) = .7003 
Cronbach's Alpha (Var071, Varl74) = .7800 .6422 (V70,V72) 
N = 126 129 
The following two questions measure gay and straight media exposure respectively; 
Never Seldom Occasionallv Frequently 
Var054 How often are you 
exposed to gay/ 
lesbian media (in­
tended audience is 
gays/lesbians) 
include newsletters/ 
magazines, etc. 12 3 4 
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Ngver Seldom QççasiQnally Frequently 
Var055 When you see stories 
about gay/lesbian 
issues in the media 
(intended audience 
is heterosexuals) 
such as television, 
newspapers, maga­
zines, how often 
do you read the 
article or watch 
the program on 
television? 12 3 4 
Since gay/lesbian media (VarOS4) and straight media (Var055) had a low Cronbach's Alpha 
of .34, these items were not summed together but treated as separate items for the overall 
sample, and male, and female subsamples. 
Gav/lesbian organizational contacts This last indicator of organization and 
community strength assesses the impact of gay/lesbian organizations both on the formation 
of collective attributions and the level of political participation. Higher rates of 
organizational contact predict higher levels of political participation, perceptions of 
unjustness, external political efficacy, and internal political efficacy. Operationalizing this 
variable includes estimating the type of organizations attended and the frequency of contact. 
The following question measured the degree of organizational contact: How frequently do 
you attend the following gay/lesbian organizations? 
Ngygr Seldom Occasionallv Frequently 
Var023 Political organizations 12 3 4 
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Vai024 
Var025 
Var026 
Vai027 
Initial varimax rotation reveals that for the overall sample, items loaded on two 
different factors. Factor 1 consisted of political, social, and resource organizations. Factor 
2 consisted of gay bars (.79077) and gay religious organizations (-.65554). Table 5.5 
summarizes factor loadings and reliability scores for the overall sample. 
Table 5.5. Factor loadings and reliability results for organization contact items 
by the overall sample 
Rptatgd Fagtgr Wadings 
Variable Description Factor 1 Factor 2 
Var023 Political .77034 . - .02611 
Var024 Gay bar .30096 .79077 
Var025 Gay religious .31494 - .65554 
Var026 Gay social .59270 .12037 
Var027 Resource .81710 - .14556 
Cronbach's Alpha (all variables) = 
N = 
.5050 
304 
For males, the varimax rotation also breaks the organization variables down into two 
factors with gay bars and gay religious organizations loading on the second factor and the 
other variables loading on factor one (political, social, and resource). Table 5.6 reports 
factor loadings and the reliability scores for the male sample. 
Gay bars 1 
Gay religious 
organizations 1 
Gay social/dinner 
clubs 1 
Gay/lesbian 
resource organizations 1 
2 3 4 
2 3 4 
2 3 4 
2 3 4 
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Table 5.6. Factor loadings and reliability results for organization contact by males 
Rotated Factor Loadings 
Variable Description Factor 1 Factor 2 
Var023 Political .70660 - .16285 
Var024 Gay bars .34123 - .62841 
Var025 Religious .25709 .83318 
Var026 Social clubs .71554 .14257 
Var027 Resource .83619 - .02796 
Cronbach's Alpha (V23, V26, V27) = 
Cronbach's Alpha (all variables) = 
.6560 (V24, V25) 
.5292 
= .2303 
N = 167 
An examination of the second factor of both tables shows that the gay bar item has a 
strong negative factor loading. The usual procedure for combining variables when one has 
a negative factor loading is to recode the item. To combine gay bar with gay religious 
organization, the gay bar item was recoded and Cronbach's alpha was calculated. The 
reliability of these two variables was low calculated at .2303. Since the reliability score was 
low in spite of the factor loadings, the variables will not be combined. Therefore, gay bars 
and religious organizations will be treated as separate indicators. 
The results for females contrast with previous findings. The varimax rotation divides 
organizations into two factors with factor one comprising lesbian religious, resource, and 
political organizations while factor two consists of gay bars and social clubs. Table 5.7 
reports factor loadings and reliability scores. 
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Table 5.7. Factor loadings and reliability results for organization contact by females 
Variable Description 
Rotated Factor Loadings 
Factor 1 Factor 2 
Var023 
Var024 
Var025 
Var026 
Var027 
Political 
Gay bars 
Religious 
Social clubs 
Resource 
.79708 
.13610 
.56547 
.15209 
.87436 
.23284 
.81178 
.15640 
.68467 
.04402 
Cronbach's Alpha (V23, V25, V27) 
Cronbach's Alpha (all variables) = 
N = 
.6243 (V24, V26) = .3003 
.4675 
130 
For women, the reliability score for gay bars and social clubs is also low calculated at .3003. 
Therefore, social clubs and gay bars will be treated as separate items for women. 
In summary, factor loadings from the previous three tables suggest that different 
organization contact scales be constructed for the overall sample male and female 
subsamples. Religious organization is treated either as a separate item (males and the overall 
sample) or as part of a political/resource scale. The importance of black churches was 
demonstrated by McAdam's (1982) analysis of the civil rights movement. Churches were 
one type of indigenous organization providing a base for the development of insurgency. It 
will be interesting to assess the impact of gay/lesbian religious organizations on the 
participation of homosexuals in the gay/lesbian liberation movement. 
Collective attributions 
Perceptions of uniustness Various items were developed to construct a scale 
measuring beliefs of homosexuals regarding how they are treated by straight society. It is 
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predicted that these beliefs affect political participation by increasing the level of 
participation. In other words, persons with higher levels of political participation have 
stronger perceptions of unjustness. Questions measuring perceptions of unjustness appeared 
in the survey as follows: 
For the following questions, indicate the extent to which you agree or disagree by 
circling the response best reflecting your opinion on this topic. 
VarOOl Overall, gays and lesbians 
deserve better treatment 
from society 
Var002 When comparing heter­
osexuals to homosexuals, 
society's treatment of 
homosexuals is fair. 
VarOOS Society's treatment would 
be more just if the 
government outlawed 
discrimination against 
gays/lesbians. 
Var004 States don't need to 
repeal laws forbidding 
sex acts between gays/ 
lesbians in order to 
treat us fairly. 
VarOOS In order to treat 
homosexuals and hetero­
sexuals equally, the 
government needs to 
allow gay/lesbian 
couples to adopt 
children. 
VarOI3 Some gays and lesbians 
deserve to be 
discriminated against. 
Strongly Strongly 
Agree Agree Unsure Disagree Disagree 
3 4 5 
3 4 5 
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The items of deserving better treatment, outlawing discrimination, and allowing 
adoption were recoded into a unidirectional scale where "1" indicates low perceptions of 
unfairness and "5" high. The factor analysis results indicate that items loaded on two 
factors. Table 5.8 summarizes factor loadings and the reliability score. 
Table 5.8. Factor loadings and reliability results for perceptions of unjustness items 
presented by the overall sample 
Rotated Factor Loadings 
Variable Description Factor 1 Factor 2 
VarOOl Deserve better treatment .36245 .55019 
Var002 Treatment is fair .72218 .11367 
Var003 Outlaw discrimination .19123 .55419 
Var004 No need to repeal laws .76045 .01998 
Var005 Allow adoption .18855 .82410 
Var013 Deserve discrimination .33451 .31602 
Cronbach's Alpha (all variables) = 
Cronbach's Alpha (V2, V4, V13) = 
N = 
.3059 
.4048 (VI, V3, V5) 
300 
=.3859 
The general purpose of the factor analysis technique is to see whether a set of 
variables can be represented by a smaller number of variables (Kim and Mueller, 1978a). 
Because deserving discrimination loaded on both factors with a relatively weak loading of 
.33451 and .31602, it is not that useful and should be dropped from the scale. The 
following table shows that eliminating this item results in the scale breaking into two distinct 
dimensions. Table 5.9 reports the factor loadings for the two perceptions of unjustness 
scales to be used for the overall sample. 
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Table 5.9. Factor loadings and reliability results for perceptions of unjustness 
presented by the overall sample 
Rotated Factor Loadings 
Variable Description Factor 1 Factor 2 
VarOOl Deserve better treatment .58454 .35057 
Var002 Treatment is fair .10730 .73462 
VarOOS Outlaw discrimination .59495 .22571 
Var004 No need to repeal laws .06948 .76890 
Var005 Allow adoption .81136 - .19953 
Cronbach's Alpha (all variables) = 
Cronbach's Alpha (VI, V3, V5) = 
N = 
.4945 
.4237 (V2, V4) = 
305 
.4059 
Examining the results shows that factor one can be defined as a "situation is unjust" 
scale, while factor two is a "situation is just" scale. Therefore, for the overall sample, 
VarOOl, Var003, and Var(X)5 will comprise the "unjust" scale. The "just" scale will be 
constructed using Var002 and Vai004. The varimax rotation for males shows that the items 
broke down into the same two dimensions as the overall sample. Results are summarized 
in Table 5.10. 
The Cronbach's Alpha score for the "Just" scale is quite low. Additionally, the 
correlation coefficients show that the correlation between the single items of treatment is fair 
and no need to repeal laws with political participation for males was small and insignificant 
(r = .1204 and .1169 for treatment is fair and no need to repeal laws respectively). 
However, these variables will be treated as separate indicators in the preliminary analysis 
and dropped if they are not effective. The perceptions of unjustness scale for men will 
consist of deserve better treatment, outlaw discrimination and allowing adoption. 
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Table S. 10. Factor loadings and reliability results for perceptions of unjustness by the 
male sample 
Rotated Factor Loadings 
Factor 1 Factor 2 
Variable Description Unjust Just 
VarOOl Deserve better treatment .54420 .35990 
Var002 Treatment is fair -.04749 .76570 
Vai003 Outlaw discrimination .63524 .15945 
Var004 No need to repeal laws .17509 .68595 
Var005 Allow adoption .83534 - .19834 
Cronbach's Alpha (All variables) = .4454 
(VI, V3, V5) = .4454 
(V2, V4) = .2680 
N = 168 
For women, the perceptions of unjustness items all loaded on one factor. Table 5.11 
summarizes the findings. For the female sample, all items will comprise one perception of 
unjustness/justness scale. 
Internal political efficacy As discussed before, this refers to feelings that the 
individual can have an impact on the political process. It is predicted that persons with 
higher levels of internal efficacy will also have higher levels of political participation. Items 
from the original political efficacy scale of Campbell, Gurin, and Miller (1954) are divided 
into internal and external dimensions by Balch (1974). Items from this scale measuring 
internal efOcacy are as follows: 
(1) Voting is the only way people like me can have any say about how the 
government runs tilings. 
(2) Sometimes politics and government seem so complicated that a person like me 
can't really understand what's going on. 
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Table S. 11. Factor analysis and reliability results for perceptions of unjustness by 
the female sample 
Variable Description Rotated Factor Loadings 
VarOOl Deserve better treatment 
Var002 Treatment is fair 
Var003 Outlaw discrimination 
Vai004 No need to repeal laws 
VarOOS Allow adoption 
.66698 
.71511 
.55877 
.63304 
.38247 
Cronbach's Alpha = 
N = 
.5479 
128 
Research by McPherson, Welch, and Clark (1977) found that the aforementioned VOTING 
and COMPLEX items were unreliable. They recommend that researchers studying efficacy 
use the government responsiveness items (that Balch labels external efficacy) without the 
other two. Therefore, these items were not used in the questionnaire and were replaced with 
items directly relating to gays and lesbians. Operationalization of internal political efficacy 
consisted of the following two Likert scale items. 
Var009 I believe that political activity by me can have an impact on policies for 
gays and lesbians. 
Var015 I believe that political activity on behalf of gays and lesbians will not 
change the current situation. 
These items were recoded to comprise a unidirectional scale with "1" indicating low efficacy 
and "5" high. 
Although the literature does not address this issue, it is argued that feelings about the 
effectiveness of individual action can have two dimensions: the self and others. 
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Traditionally, internal efficacy refers to feelings of personal competence or the self. A 
second item, however, was added measuring feelings regarding the effectiveness of 
individual action initiated by others. Factor analysis revealed that these two items loaded 
on one factor with Cronbach's Alpha computed at .6921, .6858, and .7027 for the overall 
samples, males, and females respectively. (See Table 5.12 for a summary reliability scores 
and factor loadings.) 
Table 5.12. Factor analysis and reliability results for internal political efficacy 
items presented by the overall sample and sex 
Rotated Factor Loadings 
Variable Description Overall Males Females 
Var009 Political activity by me 
can have an impact .87442 .87230 .87798 
Var015 Political activity will not 
change the situation .87442 .87230 .87798 
Cronbach's Alpha = .6921 .6858 .7027 
N = 304 168 129 
External political efficacv External efficacy refers to citizen perceptions of 
governmental responsiveness. Specifically, it is predicted that persons scoring high on the 
external efficacy scale will also have higher levels of political participation. 
McPherson, Welch, and Clark (1977) found that the government responsiveness items 
were highly reliable indicators of efficacy. Items from the original efficacy scale of 
Campbell, Gurrin, and Miller (1954) were used along with items specifically constructed for 
use with gays and lesbians. The two original Likert items have been modified with the 
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addition of the words "gay/lesbians." The original scale items have an asterisk for 
identification. 
Vai006 The government is adequately responding to the AIDS crisis. 
Var007 The government is becoming responsive to other issues that concern gays and 
lesbians (i.e., gay/lesbian marriages, adoption by gay couples, etc.). 
VarOOS Government officials are concerned about the needs of gay/lesbian individuals 
like me. 
*Var010 I don't think public officials care very much about what gays and lesbians like 
me think. 
*Var011 Gays and lesbians don't have any say about what the government does. 
Var014 Overall, the government is becoming more responsive to the concerns of gays 
and lesbians. 
Table 5.13 reports both factor loadings and a reliability score. 
Table 5.13. Factor analysis and reliability results for external political efficacy 
items presented by the overall sample 
Rotated Factor Loadings 
Variable Description Factor 1 Factor 2 
Var006 Responding to AIDS .59642 .49332 
Var007 Responsive to other needs .74706 .25448 
VarOOS Concerned about needs .79446 .06482 
VaiOlO Care about what I think .47246 .53885 
VarOll Have a say in government .14163 .79276 
Vai014 Government becoming responsive .69676 .24019 
Cronbach's Alpha (all variables) = .6913 
Cronbach's Alpha (V6, V7, V8, V14) = .6808 (VIO, VI1) = .5919 
N = 297 
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Table 5.13 shows that scale items for external political efficacy loaded on two factors 
using the varimax rotation technique. While Cronbach's Alpha for the second factor is 
adequate at .5919, the item, care about what I think, loaded on two different factors. Since 
it does not differentiate between the two dimensions, it will be dropped. Also, the 
correlation coefficients for care about what I think and have a say in government with 
political participation were low at .0056 and -.0056 respectively. The correlation matrices 
for the male and female subsamples also reports weak and insignificant correlations for these 
two variables. A weak correlation with the dependent variable, political participation, and 
the inability to discriminate between the two scale factors as evidenced by the factor loadings 
provides ample justification for eliminating care about what I think. 
Have a say in government also has a weak correlation but a strong factor loading. 
Although the correlation suggests that it will have little impact on political participation, have 
a say in government will be included as a separate indicator in the preliminary analysis and 
dropped if the direct effect on political participation is insignificant. That leaves the items 
on factor one, government responding to AIDS, government responding to other needs, 
government concerned about my needs, and the government becoming responsive as the 
external efficacy scale. 
The correlations for the individual variables with political participation were checked 
and only responding to AIDS was found to be significantly correlated with political 
participation (r = -.2562/overall, -.2459/male, and -.2947/female). This suggests that 
although the four items factor together, only one variable is important in considering the 
dependent variable, political participation. It is important that combining the variables into 
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one scale as the factor analysis suggests not delete the potential impact of responding to 
AIDS. Therefore, a preliminary analysis will use the external political efficacy scale, having 
a say in government, and responding to AIDS separately to see which, if any, is a better 
predictor of political participation. The next table reports factor loadings and reliability 
results for the external efficacy scale by the overall male and female samples. 
Table S. 14. Factor loadings and reliability results for the overall sample and 
male/female subsamples 
Rotated Factor Loadings 
Variable Description Overall Male Female 
Var006 Govt, responding to AIDS .46342 .50719 .38228 
Var007 Govt, responding to issues .80842 .80322 .82025 
VarOOS Govt, concerned about needs .81434 .83290 .81630 
Var014 Govt, responding to gay/ 
lesbian concerns .74809 .74159 .74270 
Cronbach's Alpha = .6807 .7002 .6551 
N = 299 164 128 
The Cronbach Alpha scores for the external political effîcacy scale reveal good 
internal consistency with scores of .6807 (overall sample), .7002 (males), and .6551 
(females). The last variable to discuss is the model's dependent variable, political 
participation. 
Pplitiçal partiçjpatipn 
Political participation is the dependent variable in the model. Although this concept 
is very broad, participation is operationalized here to include only those behaviors with goals 
of changing the system so that the needs of gays and lesbians routinely be taken into account. 
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To use Gamson's term, currently gays and lesbians are "organized out" of the political 
process (McAdam, 1982). The political participation items appear in the survey as follows. 
Select the appropriate answer and respond by circling the related number of the 
columns below. 
1 = Yes, only for issues unrelated to gay/lesbian concerns 
2 = Yes, only for issues related to gay/lesbian concerns 
3 = Yes, for both gay/lesbian issues and other concerns 
4 = No, not applicable 
Yes, Yes, Yes, No, 
unrelated related both not 
issues issues issues applicable 
Var042 In the past five years, I have written 
letters or called my congressional 
representative or Senator (State or 
Federal) letting him/her know how I 
feel on important issues. 1 2 3 4 
Var043 Within the past five years, I have 
donated money to causes supporting 
my political beliefs. 1 2 3 4 
Var044 I have demonstrated in support of 
important political issues. 1 2 3 4 
Var047 I participated in gay/lesbian pride or 
awareness activities. (If yes, 
estimate how many times .) Yes No 
Values "1" and "4" were recoded to "0" for nonparticipation and values "2" and "3" were 
recoded to " 1 " indicating participation. Initial factor analysis suggested that all items loaded 
on one factor. Table 5.15 summarizes factor loadings and reliability scores for the Political 
Participation scale retained for the model testing phase. Results show that all four variables 
form one factor for the overall sample, males, and females. 
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Table 5.15. Factor analysis and reliability results for retained political participation 
items presented by the overall sample and sex 
Rotated Façtor Loadings 
Variable Description Overall Male Female 
Var042 Contact representative .6878 .6813 .6973 
Var043 Donate money .7632 .7459 .7833 
Var044 Demonstrate .7918 .7702 .8184 
Var047 Attend pride events .7839 .8181 .7425 
Cronbach's Alpha = .7517 .7476 .7573 
N = 304 168 129 
Results also demonstrate that the political participation scale has good internal consistency 
as measured by Cronbach's Alpha for all three samples with scores of .7517 (overall), .7476 
(males), and .7573 (females). 
Summary of Factor Analysis Results 
The primary purpose of doing the factor analysis, computing reliability scores, and 
checking the correlation matrices is to insure that scales work well not just for the overall 
sample, but for both males and females. This is important for two reasons. First, it has 
been previously noted that sex is an important control variable in the political participation 
literature (Milbrath and Goel, 1977). This underscores the importance of breaking down the 
analysis by sex to examine whether the process being studied works the same way for both 
males and females. Gays and lesbians are different from others because of their sexual 
orientation, but as products of society share much with their straight counterparts. If sex is 
an important control variable regarding political participation for the general population, it 
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is likely that some differences also exist between gays and lesbians. 
While the literature on gay and lesbian political participation is limited, literature in 
other areas suggests that differences exist between the two groups. For example, the 
"coming-out" process is different between the two groups prompting some researchers to 
develop a model solely for lesbians (Chapman and Brannock, 1987). In the second chapter, 
Schur's concept of "cross pressures" was discussed. He notes that gays and lesbians are 
divided by race, socioeconomic status, the degree of oppression experienced, and gender 
suggesting that for many gays and lesbians the only thing held common might be a shared 
sexual orientation. 
Finally, the factor analysis itself suggests that the process may not be the same, since 
in some cases, the scales cannot be constructed the same way. Both perceptions of 
unjustness, organization contact, and identity need to be constructed differently for men and 
women. It is probable that models of political participation also need to be constructed 
differently for males and females. Model construction as detailed in the next chapter does 
take these differences into account using the factor analysis results and the literature as a 
rationale. Table S. 16 in this chapter summarizes which variables were retained and dropped 
for the model testing phase of the analysis. Items that were treated as separate indicators are 
noted with an asterisk. 
The next section begins with descriptive statistics for constructed scales and separate 
indicators followed by correlation matrices for the overall sample, males, and females. 
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Table 5.16. Summary of variables retained for model testing 
Scale/Item Variable Retained Dropped 
AIDS salience Var073 X 
Homophobia Var075 X 
Discrimination/Assault Var029 X 
Vai030 X 
Vai031* X 
Vari)32 X 
Vai033 X 
Vai034* X 
Identity Var070 0,M 
VarOTl 0,M 
Var072 0,M 
Varl74 0,M 
Identity 1 Var070 F 
VaK)72 F 
Identity 2 Var071 F 
Varl74 F 
Organization/Contact Vai023 X 
Var024* X 
Vai025»M,0 X 
Var026»F X 
Var027 X 
Perceptions of unjustness VaiOOl F 
Var002 F 
Var003 F 
Var004 F 
VarOOS F 
Var013 X 
Perceptions of justness Var002 
Var004 
0,M 
0,M 
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Table 5.16 continued 
Scale/Item Variable Retained Dropped 
Internal political efficacy Var009 X 
Vai015 X 
External political efficacy VarOOe X 
Vai007 X 
VarOOS X 
VaiOlO X 
VaiOll* X 
Var014 X 
Political participation Var042 X 
Vai043 X 
Var044 X 
Vai047 X 
separate indicator not part of scale 
all samples (overall, male, female) 
overall sample 
male sample 
female sample 
Descriptive Statistics 
Table 5.17 presents descriptive statistics for all independent and dependent variables 
by the overall, male, and female samples. Results indicate that the means are similar except 
for the assault and perceptions of unjustness variables. The mean of the assault variable is 
higher for males indicating they experience victimization more often than females regarding 
physical/sexual violence and the threat thereof. However, the mean for males is only .27 
higher than the mean for females. For perceptions of unjustness, it appears that the mean 
for women is significantly higher. However, recall that more items are used in the 
X = 
O = 
M — 
F = 
Table 5.17. Descriptive statistics for all independent and dependent variables presented by the overall sample and sex 
Mean Std. Dev. Range 
Variable Overall Male Female Overall Male Female Overall Male Female 
Aids salience 4.71 4.68 4.76 .58 .64 .49 3 3 2 
Percep homophobia 4.23 4.21 4.25 .77 .68 .86 4 3 4 
Assault 3.83 3.94 3.67 .97 .99 .92 3 3 3 
Fired from work 1.09 1.09 1.08 .28 .29 .27 1 1 1 
Relat ignored 1.41 1.33 1.51 .49 .47 .50 1 1 1 
Identity 15.22 15.43 3.50 3.54 — 15 15 — 
Identity 1 — 7.91 — — 1.99 — — 7 
Identity 2 6.98 2.25 — — 8 
Org contact 7.75 7.89 6.79 2.58 2.64 2.56 12 12 11 
Religious org 1.84 2.04 1.15 1.23 — 4 4 — 
Social clubs —— 2.38 — 1.12 — — 3 
Gay media 3.59 3.65 3.52 .94 .92 .98 4 4 4 
Straight media 3.97 3.96 3.98 .61 .62 .60 4 3 4 
Percep unjust 13.16 13.05 22.19 1.66 1.69 2.65 8 8 13 
Percep just 8.99 9.04 1.48 1.38 — 8 8 — 
Int poly eff 8.28 8.36 8.19 1.34 1.26 1.44 7 6 7 
Ext poly eff 8.17 8.22 8.06 2.67 2.64 2.70 11 11 11 
Have say in govt 3.63 3.67 3.59 1.08 1.10 1.05 4 4 4 
Govt resp to AIDS 1.56 1.55 1.56 .87 .86 .89 4 4 4 
Polt particip 2.56 2.51 2.60 1.40 1.41 1.39 4 4 4 
Age 31.79 32.32 31.32 10.30 11.60 8.40 81 81 48 
Education 4.85 4.83 4.87 .97 1.04 .88 5 5 4 
Income 2.09 2.17 1.96 1.22 1.31 1.07 4 4 4 
n=265 n=150 n=lll 
I l l  
perceptions of unjustness scale for women. For men and the overall sample, these items are 
split into two scales, the perceptions of unjustness and justness scale. 
Table 5.17 results reveal that some of the variables are skewed. For the overall 
sample, variables skewed towards the upper range of the continuum include AIDS salience, 
perceptions of homophobia, identity, gay/lesbian media exposure, straight media exposure, 
perceptions of unjustness, perceptions of justness, internal political efficacy, having a say in 
government, and education all show means calculated in the upper range or near the higher 
end of the scale continuum. Because the scale dimensions and the use of recode statements 
have already been discussed in earlier sections of this chapter, this information will not be 
repeated here. However, results will be interpreted to give some indication about the 
direction of the variable. 
AIDS salience, perceptions of homophobia, gay/lesbian media exposure, and straight 
media exposure were measured on a 1 to S scale (1 is low and 5 high) with the mean 
indicating skewness towards the high end of the continuum. This means that gays/lesbians 
believe that AIDS is an important issue, that society is extremely homophobic, and that gays 
and lesbians are exposed to high levels of gay/lesbian and straight media. 
Perceptions of unjustness and internal political efficacy are measures of collective 
attributions. These scales are comprised of individual items that have been recoded to 
indicate that higher scores indicate a strong degree of internal political efficacy and 
perceptions of unjustness. The means of both variables indicate they are skewed toward the 
upper end of the continuum. In other words, gays and lesbians have a high degree of 
internal political efficacy and strongly believe the current situation is unjust. As for 
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perceptions of justness, mean scores indicate skewness towards the strongly disagree end of 
the continuum meaning that gays and lesbians do not perceive the situation as just. 
Identity is a composite variable with individual items recoded to fit with higher scores 
equaling a higher degree of identity. Results indicate that gays and lesbians in this sample 
have a strong sense of identity. For female, the results are comparable with the mean of 
each two-item scale equaling about half of the mean of the four-item scale used for the males 
and overall sample. 
Having a say in government is measured on a 1 to 5 Likert scale with the mean of 
3.63 for the overall sample indicating skewness towards the strongly disagree end of the 
continuum. Education was measured with a 1 to 6 scale with a mean of 4.85 indicating 
skewness towards higher levels of education. 
Variables skewed towards the lower end of the continuum include government 
responsiveness to AIDS and attending gay religious organizations. The mean for attending 
gay organizations is skewed towards a lower frequency rate of attendance. Government 
responsiveness to the AIDS issue was recoded with 1 indicating strongly disagree and S 
strongly agree. Results indicate the mean is skewed towards the strongly disagree end of the 
continuum. 
Variables with means near the midpoint of the range include organization contact, gay 
bar contact, religious organizations, external political efficacy scale, and political 
participation. Since there were no distinct differences between the overall, male, and female 
samples for the descriptive statistics, results will not be repeated. It is sufficient to say that 
the same variables that were skewed for the overall sample were also skewed for males and 
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females. 
For all three sample types, variables that tend to show the greatest degree of skewness 
are attitudinal variables with behavioral variables showing the least degree of skewness. The 
skewness probably results from a combination of three factors including small sample size, 
sampling techniques used, and the nature of the population. 
Problems with skewness 
A variable becomes more normally distributed (bell-shaped) as the sample n increases. 
However, the needed increase in the sample size depends upon the skewness inherently 
present in the population. The higher the degree of inherent skewness, the larger the n must 
be (Agresti and Finlay, 1986). Therefore, present skewness may be a product of a limited 
sample size. 
However, another possible cause of skewness is the sampling technique used. This 
issue was discussed in an earlier section of this chapter. Briefly, this is a self-selected 
sample that was collected using nonrandom sampling techniques. Persons not participating 
either by choice or by no contact may hold certain attitudes that are different from those not 
participating. The omission of these hypothetical attitudes from the data base is possibly 
reflected in the degree and direction of the existing skewness. The only way of testing this 
assumption is to try to collect data from a more diverse sample by using random techniques. 
The difficulties in collecting data from a deviant subgroup have already been discussed in 
an earlier section and will not be repeated here. 
A third explanation considers intentional or unintentional deception by the respondents. 
Briefly, the social psychological literature documents how other factors such as the need to 
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conform (Asch, 1951), and social desirability (Stephan and Stephan, 1990) affect the 
outcome of social research. Although Asch's work deals with data collected in group 
settings, it is not inconceivable that pressure exists even when answers are kept anonymous 
and confidential. What is suggested is that gays and lesbians may have responded in a 
certain way because they thought it was expected of them. Following this explanation, gays 
and lesbians showed a high degree of skewness on items assessing perceptions of unfairness 
because gays and lesbians believe they are supposed to perceive that the situation is unfair. 
Of course, there is also another possibility that the degree of skewness present is an 
accurate reflection of the population. It is reasonable to infer that given the issues being 
examined (treatment of gays and lesbians etc.) a high degree of natural or inherent skewness 
may exist for some variables within this population. Therefore, it may be unrealistic to 
expect a normal distribution for all variables. In fact, a skewed distribution may accurately 
reflect the population. Recall that the majority of the skewed variables were attitudes of gays 
and lesbians regarding their treatment by society. Variables not skewed include behavioral 
items such as political participation and the degree of organization contact. The issue of 
skewness would be more problematic if these variables were also affected since unlike 
perceptions of homophobia, we might not expect to And highly skewed rates of organization 
contact and political participation. 
Some or a combination of all possibilities discussed may explain the skewness. While 
skewness is an important consideration, the nature of the population makes it extremely 
difficult to obtain variables that are not skewed. In fact, it is at least possible that the data 
is a fairly accurate representation of the attitudes of gays and lesbians. Of greater 
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importance is whether or not the variance for all variables is stable. 
Residual plots were obtained using the PLOT procedure in SPSS (Statistical Package 
for the Social Sciences). The purpose of using residual plots is to check on whether or not 
the assumptions required for multiple regression and correlation have not been violated. 
These plots are also useful for determining whether autocorrelation is a problem and/or if 
the use of a nonlinear or quadratic term is needed. It is not uncommon for some 
assumptions to be violated because ethical considerations of the subjects do not always allow 
random sampling. This is especially true when examining a deviant population. However, 
according to Agresti and Finlay (1986:382) "it is usually adequate to check that none of them 
is grossly violated." An examination of the residual plots revealed that no variance 
stabilizing transformations were warranted. The next section will report results of the 
correlation analysis. 
Correlation results 
The next step in this analysis is to present the findings of the correlation matrix. 
Table 5.18 presents zero order correlations for all independent and dependent variables for 
the entire sample. Tables 5.19 and 5.20 reports results for the male and female samples 
respectively. 
Reporting of results will focus here on the dependent variables. Correlations between 
predictor variables is a multicollinearity issue and will be considered in a later section. 
Beginning with perceptions of unjustness, the following variables appear to be significantly 
correlated: AIDS salience, ignored by family/friends, identity, organization contact, gay and 
straight media exposure, perceptions of justness, internal political efficacy, education, and 
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Table 15.18: Correlation coefficients of all independent and dependent variables for the 
overall sample. 
1. AIDS SaUence 
1 
1.0000 
2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 
2. Peicqp. Homo. .0917 1.0000 
3. Amult .1174* .0177 1.0000 
4. Hred Wofk .0109 .1228* .1528** 1.0000 
5. Relat Ignored .1523** .0113 .1299* .0044 1.0000 
6. Identity .1172* -.0482 J326** .1200* .0942 1.0000 
7. Org. ConL .0357 .0230 .2468** .0380 .0148 .4047** 1.0300 
8. Gay Bar .1881** .1676** .1468* .0177 .0544 .1583** -.1331** 1.0000 
9. Rellgioui Oig. .1072 .0078 .0943 .1270* -.0311 .0916 .1330** .0833 1.0000 
10. Gay Media .0470 .0427 .0812 .0347 .0352 3551** .4709** .0636 .1790 
11. Straight Media .0693 .0072 .0414 .0817 .0190 .0452 .2393** .0976 .0433 
12. Peicep. Jurt .0312 .1520** .0723 .0332 .0186 .0979 .1437* .0352 .0224 
13. Peioep. Uqjuat .1161* .0615 -.0156 .0033 .1332* .1980** .2438** jam .0364 
14. loLFoly. .0335 .0939 .0928 .0260 .0026 2916** 3993** .0910 
IS. EXL Poly .1750** .J336** -i»77 .1035 .1109 -.0015 -.0680 -.0646 -.0237 
16. Have Say Govt •X)613 -.0770 •M06 .0486 •M36 xmi .0873 -A555 .0283 
17. Govt Resp. 
AIDS 
.J181** .1403* -.1897** -.1017 •jom .1733** -.1702** •jmi -.1012 
18. Age .0301 .0493 .0669 .1135* •J0167 .0797 M91 
1 3909* 
19. Education .0140 1553 * -.1122 .0002 .0603 •MXJ •xm 3090** .0312 
20. Income .0525 .0180 .1088 -.0717 .J0177 -JOOÛ9 .0165 .1726** .1764" 
21. My. Partkp. .1006 .1037 J393** .0819 J041** 4520** 3682** .0175 3006' 
N-26S 
* tignificaiit .03 kvd 
•* ligoiflcant .01 level 
**«• sigaificaat .001 level 

snt variables for the 
6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 
1.0000 
.4047** 1.01)00 
..1583** .1331** 1.0000 
.0916 .1330** .0833 1.0000 
J551** .4709** .0656 .1790** 1.0000 
.0452 .2395** .0976 .0455 J252** 1.0000 
.0979 .1437* .0352 .0224 .1159* .0401 1.0000 
* .1980** ^38* .0209 .0564 J067** .1574** 4233** 1.0000 
.2916** 3993** XM98 .0910 4974** .1944** 4852 * .1855** 1.0000 
V0015 ..0680 .0646 ..0257 .0632 ..0746 .1456* ..0758 .J0880 1.0000 
smi .0873 ..0555 .0283 JM81 .1037 .1125 ..0868 4804** 4089** 1.0000 
..1733** ..1702** ..0204 ..1012 .1920** ..0214 4274** .0883 4567** 3532** ..0140 1.0000 
.0797 A\n J538** j909*# .0763 ..0167 J0629 .0032 4880 ..1879** •smi .1482** IMOO 
..0527 •jsm 4090** .0312 .0360 .0590 4041** .1977** .1151* ..0948 .1505** .X*576 4483 * 1.0000 
0009 .J0165 .1726** .1764** X>317 .1393* .0655 J0496 .0935 .J0343 A380 .0167 4635 * 4063* 1. 1 2 J682** -.0175 J006** J4475** .0428 4225** 4952 * 4801** .1176* .0191 •4634** .1183* .0811 

9 10 11 12 13 14 13 16 17 18 19 20 21 
DOO 
• 
790*# 1.0000 
135 .2232** 1.0000 
m .1139* .0401 1.0000 
564 J067** .1374** J233** 1.0000 
MO 4974** .1944** J832** .1833** 1.0000 
137' .0632 •X746 .1436* •J0758 .X880 1X000 
183 X181 .1037 .1123 •J0668 4804 * 4089** 1.0000 
)12 .1920** •m\4 4274** .0883 .4367** 3332** .0140 1.0000 
109** X763 'MVt jl629 4)032 4880 -.1879** •J0693 .1482** 1X000 
112 X360 .0590 4041** .1977** .1131* •J0948 .1303** .0376 4483 * 1X000 
F64** X317 .1393* X633 XM96 X933 •J0343 X380 .0167 , 4633** 4063 * 10000 
106** J4473** .0428 4223** 4932 * J801** .1176* .0191 -4634** .1183* X811 .0080 IJOOOO 
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Table 15.19: Correlation coefficients of all independent and dependent variables for gay 
males. 
1. AIDS Salience 
1 
1.0000 
2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 
2. Percep. Homo. .1267 1.0000 
3. AuauU .1310 .0278 1.0000 
4. Ried Woifc .0589 -.1012 .1224 1.0000 
5. Relet Ignored .1223 .0125 .1545* .0000 1.0000 
6. IdeotiQr .0926 .0975 .1690* .0819 .0981 1.0000 
7. Org. CooL .0699 .0439 .1756* -.0182 .0068 3927** 1.0000 
8. Gey Bar -.2395** .2300** -.1629* .0184 .0269 -.1700* -.2046** 1.0009 
9. Religious Oig. .1639# -.0140 -.0127 .0716 .0138 4166 .1346 .1301 1.0000 
10. Gey Medie .0378 -.0514 .0173 -.0311 -.0605 3768** v4573** -.1788* .1079 1.0000 
11. Straight Media .0563 -.0071 .0154 .0437 .0068 .0096 J581** -.0453 -.0053 
12. Percep. Ui{|ust .1357 .0624 .0303 .0018 .1848* .1915* J870** .0360 .1118 
13. loL Poly. -.0219 .0660 .1068 .0368 .0259 .2387** .4388** .0959 .0096 .1647* 
14. Ext. Poly -.1777* .J415** -.0551 -.1629* -J105** -.0682 -.0695 -.0264 -.0339 -.0405 
15. Have Say Govt .0468 -.1786* -.1233 .0309 -.1423 .0809 .1482 -.0863 .0012 
16. Govt Re .^ 
AIDS 
-.2169** -.1416 -J218** .1149 -.0776 -.2150** -.1679* -.0040 -.1241 
17. Age .0263 .1067 -.0487 .1121 •4946 .0910 .0053 jW6** 3734** .0693 
18. Education -.0417 .1439 -.1210 4145 .0658 .0974 .0224 .1356 .0243 -.0070 
19. Income -Sntn 4316 .1383 -4748 -4452 -.0376 .0495 mi— .1900* .0166 
20. Poly. Putiq). .0721 .0268 .1626* smn .1123 4981** ^5 * -.1274 .1828* 
21. Peicep. luit .0110 .1448 4585 .1095 .0435 .0735 .0685 .0700 .0558 
N-lSO 
* ligniflcaot .OS levd 
** tignUkaot .01 kvd 
*** tignificait .001 levd 

10 11 12 13 14 IS 16 17 18 19 20 21 
1.0000 
1.0000 
4053 2871** 1.0000 
.1118 .1691* jl24** 1.0000 
.1647* 2062** 2207** 1.0000 
.0405 .0830 .0644 -.1240 1.0000 
X012 .0138 .1548* .0054 2539** 2410** 1.0000 
-.1241 .0931 0064 -.0862 2401** J806** smn 1.0000 
J0e93 -.0280 .0603 .1010 .1534 -.1309 .1609* ijaoon 
..0070 .0350 2323** .0652 -.0148 .1532* -XW93 .1619* 1.0000 
J0166 .1071 .0349 .1369 .0266 .0093 XM52 2654 * 2965 * 1.0000 
.1828» .4410** .0242 J035** 2645** 'SmA .0013 .2512** .1361 .0381 
.0538 .0287 .0507 .1661* 2416** .1141 .0225 -.1685* .0136 .1166 
.0189 1.0000 
.0697 .1618 lADO 

Table 15.20; Conelation coefficients of all independent and dependent variables for 
lesbians. 
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 89 iO 
1. AIDS Salience 1.0000 
2. Pereep. Homo. .0477 1.0000 
3. Assault .0980 .0627 1.0000 
4. Fired Work .0834 .1551 4029* 1.0000 
5. Relat Ignoied .1809* .0315 4012* .0308 1.0000 
6. Ideat 1 .0991 .0211 .1851* .1144 .0823 1.0000 
7. Meat 2 .1721 .0154 4723** .1778* 4139* 4553 * 1.00ÙO 
8. Org. COOL .0402 .1076 4129** .1537 .0717 4220* Ji»37** 1.0000 
9. Social Org. .0547 .0455 .0867 .1043 .1600 .1936* .1304 .1333 1.0000 
10. Oay Media .0793 .1326 .1561 .1160 .1705 .1477 4662** 4769** .0157 low 
11. Sttvigbt Media .0662 .0074 .0755 .1381 .0265 .0142 .l:i62 .0741 4517** .14: 
12. Feiccp. Unfair .0764 .1283 .0054 .0342 .0140 .1689 .11*95* 4466 * .0465 40 
13. Int Poly .1395 .1255 .1001 .0054 ..0125 4150* JIMS 4100** .0235 .43 
14. ExL Poly. .1980* .4220* .0241 ..0222 ..0326 .1198 -mi .1026 .0208 -.07 
15. Have Say Govt -.1159 .0666 -.0021 .0807 -.0498 ..0379 jom .i)037 .0036 .03 
16. Gov. Reap. AIDS .4394** ..1411 .1410 0858 ..1427 •J0166 .1993* 4517** .1081 -49 
17. Age .1491 -.0442 ..0945 .1091 .1112 .1267 ..0458 jam .1386 .04 
18. Education J0348 .1866* -.0446 .0198 ..0063 .1238 .1478 J0016 .0121 .OS 
19. tacone I»16 4)173 ..0861 .0793 jmi XI528 ..C  ^ 'J06S1 4002 .01 
20 Poly Partie .^ .1444 .1926* .4091** .1073 4759** .1683 /488** 4418** J0019 M 
N-111 
* migmUkao* .05 kvd 
•• lignificint .01 kvcl 
••• tifoiAcant .001 levd 

10 11 12 13 14 IS 16 17 18 19 20 
9000 
1333 1.0000 
5769** .0157 1.0000 
9741 .2517** .1458 1.0000 
M66** .0465 J048** .0709 1.0000 
#100** .0235 ^325 * .1934* J184** 1.0000 
1026 .0206 .0770 .0479 .1962* •4)556 1.0000 
D037 M36 4)311 .0394 •4)051 J275** .1328 14)000 
1517** .1081 -.2984** .0274 -J499** •.2956** J1I2** •.1503 14)000 
8270 .1386 J0445 4)083 .1638 .0451 •.2898** 4)191 •1614 
80:6 M2l JOUO 4)852 J969** .1672 •J362** .1525 •1440 
M5I j002 4)155 .1738 4)962 4X245 •4)314 4)851 •4)440 
6418** 4019 .4688** 4)583 3584** 4041*' • 1647 •4)558 •asm** 
4105** 141000 
J698** J066** IMOO 
J0733 jom -Ma 1X000 
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political participation. All of these correlations were positive. For males, the same 
variables have significant correlations with the exception of AIDS salience which is not 
significantly correlated with perceptions of unjustness. For females, the results are different 
with significant correlations found between identity 2, organization contact, gay media 
exposure, internal political efficacy, external political efficacy, government responsiveness 
to AIDS, education, and political participation. All of these correlations were positive with 
the exception of external political efficacy and government responsiveness to AIDS. Many 
of these variables were hypothesized to be predictors of political participation. Since 
correlations are a measure of association, examining the hypothesis will occur in the path 
analysis section of this chapter. 
Perceptions of justness was correlated with AIDS salience, organization contact, gay 
media exposure, perceptions of unjustness, internal political efficacy, external political 
efficacy, government responsiveness to AIDS, education, and political activity. All of these 
correlations for the overall sample were positive with the exception of external political 
efficacy and government responsiveness to AIDS. Since a perceptions of justness scale is 
not being used for the female subsample, correlations were not calculated. For males, 
significant correlations were found with perceptions of unjustness, internal political efficacy, 
government responsiveness to AIDS, and political participation. All of the correlations were 
positive except for government responsiveness to AIDS which was negative. 
The next dependent variable, internal political effîcacy, shows significant correlations 
between the following variables: identity, organization contact, gay and straight media 
exposure, perceptions of justness and unjustness, having a say in government, government 
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responsiveness to AIDS, education, and political participation. All of these correlations were 
positive except for government responsiveness to AIDS. For males, the results were the 
same with the exception of education which was found not to be significantly correlated with 
internal political efficacy. The female results are the same as the results for males when the 
same variables are being used. 
Variables having significant correlations with the external political efficacy scale 
include: AIDS salience, perceptions of homophobia, perceptions of justness, having a say 
in government, government responsiveness to AIDS, age, and political activity. The external 
efficacy scale, having a say in government, and government responsiveness to AIDS all 
measure what is called external political efficacy. All of the correlations with external 
political efficacy are negative except for having a say in government and government 
responsiveness to AIDS. Government responsiveness to AIDS, which has the strongest 
correlation (r=.5532), is actually part of the external efficacy scale. However, these 
variables will not be used together in the same model. As discussed previously, these 
variables will be placed in separate models to determine which of the following is the better 
predictor of political participation; the two separate indicators of having a say in government 
or government responsiveness to AIDS or the external political efficacy scale. 
Gay males slightly differ with significant correlations for being fired from work and 
relationship ignored by friends/family. Variables that are not significant for males include 
age, perception of justness, and political participation. For females, there are significant 
correlations for AIDS salience, perceptions of homophobia, perceptions of unjustness, 
government responsiveness to AIDS, age, and education. All of these correlations are 
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negative except for government responsiveness to AIDS which also has the strongest 
correlation for all three groups. 
Having a say in government is significantly correlated with internal political efficacy, 
external political efficacy, and education for the overall sample. All of these correlations 
are positive. The male sample reports significant correlations with perceptions of 
homophobia, straight media, internal political efficacy, external political efficacy, and 
education. All of these correlations are positive except for perceptions of homophobia. For 
females, the only significant correlation is with internal political efficacy which also has the 
strongest association across all three samples. 
Government responsiveness to AIDS is correlated with AIDS salience, perceptions of 
homophobia, assault, identity, organization contact, gay media exposure, perceptions of 
justness, internal political efficacy, external political efficacy, age, and political participation. 
All of these correlations are negative except for external political efficacy. For males, the 
results are the same except there are no significant correlations between perceptions of 
homophobia and gay media exposure. For females, the results are also similar to the overall 
sample except there is no correlation between perceptions of homophobia, assault, age, and 
government responsiveness to AIDS. Also, the correlations are significant only for the 
second identity measure (identity 2) and perceptions of justness is not a variable for the 
female subsample. For all three groups, the variable with the strongest association is 
external political efficacy which is expected since this variable is part of the scale. 
The last dependent variable is political participation. Variables with significant 
correlations include: assault, relationship ignored by friends/family, identity, organization 
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contact, religious organizations, gay media exposure, perceptions of justness and unjustness, 
internal political efficacy, external political efficacy, responsiveness to AIDS, and age. 
These correlations are all positive except for the two external efficacy measures: the 
external political efficacy scale and government responsiveness to AIDS. For males, the 
results are similar except there are no significant correlations between relationship ignored 
by friends/family, external political efficacy, and age. Again, all these correlations are 
positive with the exception of government responsiveness to AIDS. For females, the results 
are also similar to the overall sample except for a significant correlation found between 
perceptions of homophobia and political participation. There were no significant correlations 
found between external political efficacy and age. Also, perceptions of justness and religious 
organizations are not treated as separate indicators for females. Variables comprising'the 
perceptions of justness scale are part of the unjustness scale for women and religious 
organizations comprise part of the organization contact scale. For all three groups, 
organization contact had the strongest correlation with political participation with respective 
coefficients of (r=.56, r=.58, r=.64) for the overall, male, and female samples. The next 
strongest variable was identity. 
Multicollinearitv 
Finally, a brief mention of the correlations between all of the independent predictor 
variables is important due to multicollinearity concerns. High multicollinearity is a problem 
because it interferes with obtaining accurate estimates or regression coefficients by producing 
"large variances for the slope estimates, and, consequently, large standard errors" (Lewis-
Beck, 1990:59). Methods of diagnosing multicollinearity include examining the 
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intercorrelations between independent variables. 
Most of the correlations between predictor variables are weak (below .2) and modest 
(below .3). Variables that are higher raising a multicollinearity issue are correlations 
between organization contact/identity (r=.40) and identity/gay media exposure (r=.35). 
Other concerns include a correlation between organization contact and gay media exposure 
(r=.47). For the male subsample, correlations above or near .4 include identity and 
organization contact (r=.39), identity and gay media exposure (r=.37), and organization 
contact and gay media exposure (r=.45). However, all of these correlations are below .5. 
For lesbians, high correlations at or near .4 include assault and identity 2 (r=.37), 
assault and organization contact (r=.41), identity 2 and organization contact (r=.39), and 
organization contact and gay media (r=.57). Although researchers do not agree on a precise 
definition of collinearity (Weisberg, 1985), a cutoff criteria for multicollinearity, or what 
constitutes a high correlation (Schroeder, Sjoquist, Stephan, 1986), others suggest 
multicollinearity is not a concern unless correlations between predictor variables are higher 
than .7 for small samples and in some cases .85 for large samples (Berry and Feldman, 
1985). None of the correlations between predictor variables was that high for either the 
overall, male, and female samples. 
Another concern related to the accuracy of the results is common method variance. 
This is said to occur when the is not due to the importance of predictor variables but an 
artifact of the research method. This usually occurs with cross-sectional self-report data. 
Common method variance is diagnosed by examining the intercorrelations between the 
independent and dependent variables. The intercorrelations between the independent 
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variables have already been examined to check for multicollinearity. The intercorrelations 
between the dependent variables of perceptions of unjustness, perceptions of justness, internal 
political efficacy, external political effîcacy, having a say in government, and perceptions 
of government responsiveness to AIDS reveal no extremely high intercorrelations. Political 
participation was not included because the intervening dependent variables are predictors of 
political participation. The only exception is the correlations between external political 
efficacy and perceptions of government responsiveness to AIDS. Recall that this variable 
is part of the external political efficacy scale to be used in the preliminary analysis. These 
variables will not be used together in the same regression equation. 
The intercorrelations between the dependent variable were all under .3 with the 
exception of the female sample which reported correlations between perceptions of unjustness 
and internal political efficacy (r=.3I) and internal political efficacy and having a say in 
government (r=.32). There is also a correlation close to .3 between internal political 
efficacy and perceptions of government responsiveness to AIDS (r=.29). While all of these 
correlations are significant, they are not large which suggests that common method variance 
is not a problem here. 
In summary, many of the same variables are important across the different samples 
but some differences appear as well. The strongest variables that appear across all three 
samples for the dependent variables include organization contact, media exposure, and 
identity. The next chapter tests the model presented in Chapter 4 using path analysis for all 
three groups. 
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CHAPTER 6; RESULTS OF REGRESSION AND PATH ANALYSIS 
In the last chapter, factor analysis and reliability results were presented for all 
independent and dependent scale variables. In addition, descriptive statistics and correlation 
matrices were presented for all independent and dependent variables. This chapter will 
present results of model testing beginning with the preliminary path models progressing to 
the findings of the reduced path analysis models. Recall that in the last chapter, results of 
the correlation and factor analysis were presented by the overall sample and by males and 
females. Results in this chapter will also be presented in the same manner given possible 
important differences between gay males and lesbians. Before reporting results, an overview 
of the variables in the model proposed in Chapter 4 will be reviewed. 
For the preliminary analysis there are eleven exogenous variables, five intervening 
variables, and the final dependent variable of political participation. The collective 
attributions which are intervening dependent variables in the model are perceptions of 
unjustness, internal political efficacy and external political efficacy. Perceptions of 
unjustness is represented with a perceptions of unjustness/justness scale. Internal political 
efficacy is measured with a two item scale. External political efficacy is represented by the 
external political efficacy scale, perceptions of having a say in government, and government 
responsiveness to AIDS. All of these variables have paths to political participation which 
is the final dependent variable representing the concept, degree of insurgency. 
The importance of AIDS as a social issue is represented by the AIDS salience 
variable. This variable has direct paths to perceptions of justness/unjustness and external 
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political efficacy. The concept of social control is represented by perceptions of 
homophobia, the assault scale, and the discrimination indicators of: fired from work and 
relationship ignored by friends and family. These variables have paths to perceptions of 
justness/unjustness, internal political efficacy, and external political efficacy. Organizational 
community strength is represented by the identity scale, gay/lesbian and straight media 
exposure, and organization contact. Organization contact has been divided into a contact 
scale and separate indicators (social clubs for females and religion for overall/males). All 
of these variables have paths to perceptions of unjustness/justness, internal political efficacy, 
external political efficacy and political participation. Model-testing has been divided into 
five stages: preliminary models, complete models without control variables, complete models 
with control variables, reduced models, and alternative reduced models. 
The purpose of the preliminary analysis was to justify the exclusion of multiple 
measures of theoretical concepts that were questionable because the correlation coefficients 
with political participation as reported in Chapter S were low. In cases such as external 
political efficacy and organization contact, the factor analysis yielded scales and some 
separate indicators. Where theoretically multiple variables exist, eliminating items is 
desirable to reduce the number of paths and variables in the model and possibly 
multicollinearity. It was noted in the last chapter that this is not a major concern given the 
low correlations between predictor variables. 
Eliminating multiple items is important because a sample size of 306 precludes testing 
a complicated model with a large number of variables and paths. However, variables cannot 
be eliminated from the analysis until the strongest predictor(s) has been identified. 
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Variables that have been split into different scales and separate indicators by the factor 
analysis include gay bars, gay religious organizations, organization contact, the external 
political efficacy measures, homophobia and discrimination items, and the perceptions of 
unjustness scale. Results from the preliminary analysis will reduce the number of variables 
and paths for subsequent stages of this analysis. 
The use of standardized beta coefficients allows the researcher to evaluate the effects 
of variables in the same regression analysis by using the standard deviation as the unit 
measure of change. A standardized beta coefficient measures the change in the dependent 
variable resulting from a one-standard deviation change in the independent variables 
(Schroeder, Sjoquist, and Stephan, 1986). In contrast, using unstandardized regression 
coefficients involves comparing the effects of independent variables on a dependent variable 
where there is no common metric. To determine which variable has a greater effect on the 
dependent variable, the standardized beta coefficients must be used. 
Preliminary Path Analysis 
Only the dependent variables that are questionable will be assessed regarding the 
relationship with political participation. This includes perceptions of justness, having a say 
in government, government responsiveness to AIDS, and the external political efficacy scale. 
Results will be briefly summarized. 
The justness scale was not a good predictor of political participation for any of the 
samples. For example, the overall sample had an insignificant beta of .063. Also, while 
both having a say in government and perceptions of government responsiveness to AIDS 
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shows some promise as separate political participation predictors, the external political 
efficacy scale is also not an effective predictor of political participation with an insignificant 
beta of -.040 (for the overall sample). Since there is not a significant correlation between 
having a say in government and perceptions of government responsiveness to AIDS, 
multicollinearity is not a problem. Between these two variables, the best predictor is having 
a say in government. However, perceptions of government responsiveness to AIDS 
approaches significance for the overall sample and will be left for the next stage of the 
analysis. 
Besides statistically insignificant betas, the R square values are also low for the just 
scale with just 6.4% of the variance explained for the overall sample. The external efficacy 
scale is much better with 12.7% of the variance explained for the overall model. Since the 
focus here is on predicting political participation, both perceptions of justness and the 
external political efficacy scale will be replaced by variables that do a better job of predicting 
political participation. These variables include perceptions of unjustness, having a say in 
government, and perceptions of government responsiveness to AIDS. All other variables 
will be left in to construct the complete models with and without the inclusion of control 
variables. 
The final phase will involve constructing reduced models which will eliminate 
variables and paths that are not significant at or below the . 10 level. When reporting results 
for the complete models, hypotheses as developed in Chapter 4 will be reiterated to 
determine how closely the results mirror what was expected given the theoretical base and 
literature review. 
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Complete Model Results (without controls) 
Perceptions of uniustness 
The first dependent variable to be tested is perceptions of unjustness. The hypotheses 
are listed as follows. 
• The greater the degree of AIDS Salience, the greater the perceptions of 
unjustness. 
• The greater the perception of homophobia, the greater the perceptions of 
unjustness. 
• The stronger the gay/lesbian identity, the greater the perceptions of unjustness. 
• The higher the exposure to mass media, the greater the perception of unjustness. 
• The higher the frequency of gay/lesbian organization contact, the greater the 
perception of unjustness. 
Out of the seven hypotheses proposed, only three were confirmed for the overall 
sample. Identity, organization contact, and relationship ignored by friends and family (a 
homophobia/ discrimination measure) were significant predictors at the .05 level with betas 
of .136, .163, and .123 respectively. The variable with the strongest direct effect was 
organization contact as indicated by the standardized beta coefficient. 
Since these betas were positive, the results suggest that having a stronger gay/lesbian 
identity, more frequent organization contact, and experiencing higher levels of discrimination 
from friends and family explain stronger perceptions that the current situation for gays and 
lesbians is unjust. 
For the male and female subsamples, some differences exist with only one hypotheses 
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being confirmed for the male subsample and none for the female subsample. For males, 
relationship ignored by friends/family represents homophobia/discrimination and is 
significant at the .05 level with a beta of. 165. For females, none of the predictor variables 
were statistically significant. 
The Coefficient of determination or R square, is .138, .158, and .180 for the overall 
sample, males and females respectively. This means that we can predict 13%, 16%, and in 
perceptions of unjustness using this model for the overall sample, male and female 
subsamples respectively. Table 6.1 summarizes the regression coefficients and other relevant 
statistics for all three samples. 
Internal political efficacy 
The next dependent variable is internal political efficacy. The hypotheses are as 
follows. 
The greater the perception of homophobia, the lower the level of internal political 
efficacy. 
• The stronger the gay/lesbian identity, the greater the internal political efficacy. 
• The greater the exposure to media, the greater the degree of internal political 
efficacy. 
• The greater the frequency of organizational contact, the greater the degree of 
internal political efficacy. 
For the overall sample, the hypotheses were confirmed for organization contact, 
straight media, and identity. Two organization contact indicators are significant with betas 
of -.117 and .314 for gay bars and the organization contact scale (political, resource, and 
social clubs). The beta for gay bars was significant at the .05 level while organization 
Table 6.1. Unstandardized and standardized regression coefficients for variables predicting perceptions of unjustness 
(no controls) 
Independent Women and Men Men Women 
Variables Unstand. b's Standard. B's Unstand. b's Standard. B's Unstand. b*s Standard. B's 
Straight media .229 .084 .342 .125 .196 .045 
Gay media .129 .072 .017 .009 .433 .157 
Perceptions of homophobia .016 .007 .087 .034 .090 .029 
Relationship ignored .420* .123 .591* .165 -.141 -.026 
Fired from work -.075 -.012 .023 .004 -.838 -.083 
Identity .065* .136 .063 .131 — — 
Identity 1 — — .119 .088 
Identity 2 —— — .156 .126 
AIDS salience .301 .106 .325 .125 .250 .047 
Assault -.184 -.107 -.107 -.062 -.325 -.113 
Gay bars -.174 -.100 -.039 -.022 -.385 -.137 
Religious organizations .080 .055 .168 .122 — — 
Social clubs —— — -.037 -.015 
Organization contact .108* .163 .104 .158 .210 .198 
(Constant) 8.988 7.287 18.240 
R: =.138 R:=.158 R:=.180 
N=280 N=157 N=117 
* Significant .05 level 
** Significant .01 level 
*** Significant .001 level 
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contact was significant at the .001 level. The beta for gay bars is negative suggesting that 
the more one frequents gay bars, the lower the degree of internal political efficacy (belief 
that one can have an impact). It should be noted that the gay bar variable is significant but 
not in the direction predicted. The beta for organization contact is consistent with the 
direction predicted. Persons who frequent gay organizations (excluding gay bars) have a 
higher degree of internal political efficacy or believing they can have ah impact on 
government. 
The media exposure hypothesis is confirmed with one indicator, straight media 
exposure, significant at the .05 level with a beta of .118. This means that the greater the 
exposure to straight media on gay/lesbian issues, the stronger the degree of internal political 
efficacy. The final hypothesis confirmed is for identity with the identity scale significant at 
the .01 level with a beta of .172. This beta is also positive suggesting that stronger levels 
of identity predict higher levels of internal political efficacy. Out of the four significant 
predictor variables, organization contact has the strongest effect as indicated by the 
standardized regression coefficient. 
For the male sample, only one of the hypotheses were confirmed. The organization 
contact scale and gay bars reach respective significance levels of .001 and .01. Betas for 
the two variables were -.212 and .464 for gay bars and organization contact respectively. 
Like the overall sample, the gay bar variable is not in the direction predicted. Out of the 
two organization contact variables, organization contact has the strongest effect with higher 
levels of organization contact predicting higher levels of internal political effîcacy for gay 
males. 
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The results for the female sample more closely resemble those of the overall sample 
with two hypotheses being confirmed. Both straight media and organization contact are 
significant at the .05 level with respective betas of .176 and .250. Both of these variables 
are in the direction predicted. Like the other samples, organization contact has the strongest 
effect on internal political efficacy. 
The R square for the regression model is .221 for the overall sample suggesting that 
about 22% of the variance in internal political efficacy is explained by the independent 
variables. For the male subsample, slightly more variance is explained with an R square of 
.278. For the female subsample, about 27% of the variance is explained with an R square 
of .266. Table 6.2 summarizes findings for all three sample groups. 
External political efficacy 
The next dependent variable is external political efficacy. The hypotheses proposed -
are as follows. 
• The greater the degree of AIDS Salience, the lower the level of external political 
efficacy. 
• The greater the perception of homophobia (degree of discrimination), the lower 
the level of external political efficacy. 
• The greater the exposure to media, the greater the degree of external efficacy. 
• The greater frequency of organizational contact, the greater the degree of external 
political efficacy. 
Recall that there are two measures of external political efficacy, having a say in 
government and perceptions of government responsiveness to AIDS. The external efficacy 
scale developed from the factor analysis results and used in the preliminary analysis was 
Table 6.2. Unstandardized and standardized regression coefficients for variables predicting internal political efficacy 
(no controls) 
Independent Women and Men Men Women 
Variables Unstand. b's Standard. B's Unstand. b's Standard. B's Unstand. b's Standard. B's 
Straight media .254* .118 .218 - .105 .399* .176 
Gay media .051 .036 -.082 -.059 .200 .139 
Perceptions of homophobia .151 .087 .132 .069 .127 .079 
Relationship ignored -.058 -.021 .026 .009 -.187 -.066 
Fired from work .066 .013 .179 .040 -.131 -.024 
Identity .065*» .172 .041 .112 — — 
Identity 1 — — .109 .155 
Identity 2 — .085 .132 
Assault -.041 .030 .036 .028 -.170 -.114 
Gay bars -.160* -.117 -.286** -.212 -.005 -.003 
Religious organizations -.010 -.009 -.107 -.102 — — 
Social clubs — — -.103 -.083 
Organization contact .165** .314 .232*** .464 .137* .250 
(Constant) 4.816 5.484 4.237 
R2=.221 • R^=.278 R2=.266 
N= =280 N= = 157 N= = 116 
• 
* Significant .05 level 
** Significant .01 level 
*** Significant .001 level 
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dropped as a variable in the model. While the preliminary analysis showed that there were 
some important predictor variables of external political efficacy, the salient issue is the 
ability to predict political participation. Two other external political efficacy indicators are 
better predictors of political participation, having a say in government and perceptions of 
government responsiveness to AIDS. Results for these variables will be reported beginning 
with perceptions of government responsiveness to the AIDS issue. 
Perceptions of government response to AIDS 
For the overall sample, two of the hypotheses were confirmed. The AIDS salience 
hypotheses was confirmed with a beta of -.206 significant at the .001 level. When the 
homophobia/discrimination hypotheses are tested, two of the indicators, perceptions of 
homophobia and the assault scale are both significant at the .05 level with respective betas 
of -.111 and -.124. All of these beta coefficients were in the directions predicted. This 
means that the more violence experienced and the more homophobic gays and lesbians 
perceive society, the less responsive gays and lesbians perceive the government on the AIDS 
issue. As demonstrated by the standardized beta coefficient, the AIDS salience variable has 
the strongest effect on predicting perceptions of government responsiveness to AIDS. The 
direction of the beta means that gays and lesbians who define the AIDS issue as important 
are less likely to perceive the government as responsive on this issue. 
For the male sample, the same two hypotheses were confirmed. Both AIDS salience 
and assault as a homophobia/discrimination indicator are significant. AIDS salience was 
significant at the .01 level with a beta of -.212 in the direction predicted. Assault was 
significant at the .05 level with a beta of -.176 also in the direction predicted. Like the 
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overall sample, AIDS salience had the strongest effect on the dependent variable. For 
females, only the AIDS salience variable was important with a beta of -.2304 in the direction 
predicted significant at the .01 level. 
The R square value shows that for the overall sample, about 14% of the variance in 
perceptions of government responsiveness to AIDS can be explained by the independent 
variables (R square = . 140). The variance explained for the male and female subsamples 
is slightly higher with an R square of .159 and .180 for males and females respectively. 
Table 6.3 summarizes regression coefficients for all three sample groups. 
If the external political efficacy indicator is having a say in government, only about 
5% and 3% of the variance can be explained in the overall and female samples respectively. 
For the male sample, R square =.122. None of the individual predictors were significant 
for the overall sample. For males, three of the hypotheses were confirmed with straight 
media exposure, relationship ignored by family/friends, and organization contact significant 
with respective betas of. 161, -. 157, and .215. All were significant at the .05 level excluding 
organization contact which was significant at the .01 level. The variable with the strongest 
effect on having a say in government is organization contact. All betas were in the direction 
predicted by the hypotheses. 
For females, the results were dismal with none of the variables approaching 
significance and an R square of .033 meaning that less than 4% of the variance in having a 
say in government can be explained for the female subsample using the current model. 
Table 6.4 summarizes regression coefficients for having a say in government as an indicator 
of external political efficacy. 
Table 6.3. Unstandardized and standardized regression coefficients for variables predicting perceptions of governmental 
responsiveness to AIDS (no controls) 
Independent Women and Men Men Women 
Variables Unstand. b's Standard. B's Unstand. b's Standard. B's Unstand. b's Standard. B's 
Straight media .039 .027 .063 .044 -.050 -.034 
Gay media -.093 -.098 -.028 -.030 -.123 -.132 
Perceptions of 
homophobia -.128» -.111 -.154 -.119 -.107 -.103 
Relationship ignored -.100 -.055 -.059 -.032 -.114 -.063 
Fired from work -.274 -.086 -.366 -.122 -.165 -.048 
AIDS salience -.308*»» -.206 -.284»» -.212 -.411»» -.230 
Assault -.113» -.124 -.157» -.176 -.012 -.012 
Gay bars .066 .072 .071 .078 .043 .045 
Religious organizations -.044 -.057 -.080 -.112 — — 
Social clubs — — — —— .108 .134 
Organization contact -.033 -.095 -.046 -.137 -.053 -.150 
(Constant) 4.773 4.821 5.003 
II i
 
R2=.159 R^=.180 
N=280 N=157 N=117 
* Significant .05 level 
** Significant .01 level 
*** Significant .001 level 
Table 6.4. Unstandardized and standardized regression coefficients for variables predicting having a say in government 
(no controls) 
Independent Women and Men Men Women 
Variables Unstand. b*s Standard. B's Unstand. b s Standard. B's Unstand. b's Standard. B's 
Strûght media .164 .095 .280* .161 -.012 -.007 
Gay media -.058 -.051 -.154 -.132 .061 .056 
Perceptions of 
homophobia -.091 -.065 -.202 -.127 .021 .017 
Relationship ignored -.213 -.098 -.358* -.157 -.089 -.041 
Fired from work -.189 -.049 -.054 -.014 -.422 -.105 
AIDS salience -.101 -.056 • -.032 -.019 -.245 -.117 
Assault -.072 -.066 -.136 -.124 .067 .059 
Gay bars .056 .051 .052 .046 .079 .071 
Religious organizations .033 .036 .006 .007 — — 
Social clubs ——— — — — .034 .036 
Organization contact .051 .123 .090»* .215 -.015 -.035 
(Constant) 4.246 4.369 4.643 
R2=.053 R2=.122 R^=.033 
N: =280 N=157 N=117 
* Significant .05 level 
** Significant .01 level 
*** Significant .001 level 
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Pplitjçal participatipn 
The final dependent variable is political participation. The hypotheses are as follows 
beginning with the exogenous variables progressing to intervening variables. 
The stronger the gay/lesbian identity, the higher the political participation. 
• The greater the exposure to media, the higher the level of participation. 
• The greater the frequency of organization contact, the higher the political 
participation. 
• The greater the perceptions of unjustness, the higher the political participation. 
• The greater the internal political efficacy the higher the political participation. 
• The greater the external political efficacy the higher the political participation. 
All three models constructed for the three sample types do a good job of estimating 
political participation as indicated by the coefficient of determination or R square. For the 
overall sample, all of the hypotheses were confirmed. R square is .470 meaning that 47% 
of the variance in political participation can be explained by the regression equation. For 
the male subsample, R square =.529. The female R square is slightly less than the male 
coefficient of determination at .504. 
For the overall sample, the only variables that were not significant were two indicators 
of organization contact: gay bars and religious organizations. The organization contact scale 
confirmed the hypothesis with a beta of .372 significant at the .001 level meaning that higher 
organization contact predicts higher levels of political participation. The identity variable 
was also significant at the same level with a beta of. 180. Persons with a more developed 
gay/lesbian identity have higher levels of political participation. 
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Both gay and straight media exposure variables were significant with respective betas 
of .125 and -.107. Out of the two media exposure variables, only the gay media variable 
was in the direction predicted meaning that higher exposure to gay media predicts higher 
levels of political participation. The beta for straight media is negative suggesting that 
higher exposure to straight media on gay/lesbian issues impedes political participation. 
All of the intervening dependent variables were also significant. Perceptions of 
unjustness was significant at the .01 level with a beta of. 127. Internal political efficacy was 
significant at the .01 level with a beta of .134. Finally, both external political efficacy 
indicators were significant at the .05 level with betas of -.095 for perceptions of government 
responsiveness to AIDS and -.093 for having a say in government. For perceptions of 
unjustness and internal political efficacy, higher levels predict greater political participation. 
Beta coefficients for the external political efficacy indicators were not in the direction 
predicted. Both having a say in government and perceiving the government as responsive 
on the AIDS issue predicts lower levels of political participation. Out of all the significant 
predictor variables, the two having the strongest effect on political participation in rank order 
are organization contact and identity. For the intervening variables perceptions of 
unjustness, internal political efficacy, and external political efficacy), internal political 
efficacy followed by perceptions of unjustness have the strongest effect on political 
participation. 
For the male subsample, all of the hypotheses were confirmed except for external 
political efficacy. Neither perceptions of government responsiveness to AIDS or having a 
say in government were significant. The organization contact scale was significant at the 
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.001 level with a beta of .366 which was in the direction predicted. The identity variable 
was significant at the .001 level with a beta of .224. Both media exposure variables were 
significant at the .05 level with betas of -.145 and .152 for straight and gay media 
respectively. Like the overall sample, notice the beta for the straight media exposure 
variable is not in the direction predicted. Both perceptions of unjustness and internal 
political efficacy are significant at the .05 level in the direction predicted with betas of. 126 
and . 153 respectively. Like the overall sample, variables having the strongest effect on 
political participation for gay men are organization contact and identity. Internal political 
efficacy is the intervening variable having the strongest effect on political participation. 
For the female subsample, only three hypotheses were confirmed. These were for 
identity, organization contact, and perceptions of unjustness. For identity, one of the identity 
scales (Ident 2) was significant at the .01 level with a beta of .220 in the direction predicted. 
Organization contact was significant at the .001 level when measured using the organization 
contact scale (for women this is political, resource, and religion organizations) with a beta 
of .447 also was in the direction predicted. Finally, perceptions of unjustness had a beta of 
. 150. This finding is questionable because the significance level is .055 which is in between 
.06 than .05. Again, the organization contact scale has the strongest effect on political 
participation. Table 6.5 summarizes regression coefficients for all three sample groups. 
In summary, several variables are important predictors of the dependent variable, 
political participation. Although this depends to some extent on the sample being tested, 
variables with strong influence include organization contact (contact scale), identity, media 
exposure (gay and straight), and the collective attribution variables (internal efficacy. 
Table 6.5. Unstandardized and standardized regression coefficients for variables predicting political participation 
(no controls) 
Independent Women and Men Men Women 
Variables Unstand. b's Standard. B's Unstand. b's Standard. B's Unstand. b's Standard. B's 
Straight media -.242* -.107 -.329* -.145 -.019 -.008 
Gay media .185** .125 .232* .152 .004 .003 
Identity .072*** .180 .089*** .224 — — 
Identity 1 —— —— — — -.031 -.044 
Identity 2 —— — —  — .141** .220 
Gay bars -.049 -.034 .035 .024 -.093 -.064 
Religious organizations .063 .052 .103 .090 — — 
Social clubs —— ——— — — -.073 -.059 
Organization contact .205*** .372 .200*** .366 .247*** .447 
Percep. unjust .106** .127 .104* .126 .078* .150 
Internal, pol. efficacy .140** .134 .167* .153 .115 .115 
Responsiveness to AIDS -.150* -.095 -.105 -.065 -.121 -.079 
Having a say in govt. -.123* -.093 -.128 -.098 -.164 -;124 
(Constant) -1.67 -2.435 -1.214 
R^=.470 R2=.529 R2=.504 
N= =280 N=157 N=117 
* Significant .05 level 
** Significant .01 level 
*** Significant .001 level 
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external efficacy, and perceptions of unjustness). The strongest predictor across all three 
samples as indicated by the standardized beta coefficient is organization contact. In fact, 
organization contact as measured by the contact scale is also an important predictor for the 
other dependent variables. The two external efficacy measures, (perceptions of government 
responsiveness to AIDS and having a say in government) are only significant predictors of 
political participation for the overall sample but not the subsamples. 
However, any conclusions regarding the effectiveness of external political efficacy or 
any of the other measures would be premature since the next phase of the analysis introduces 
control variables into the regression models. 
Path Analysis with Controls 
Control variables of education, income, and age were introduced into the model to see 
what effect they have on the individual predictors and the overall model. Presentation of 
results will begin with the overall sample progressing to the male and female samples. 
Perceptions of uniustness 
Table 6.6 reports that only one of the control variables, education, has a significant 
effect on the dependent variable, perceptions of unjustness. Education is significant at the 
.01 level with a beta of .171. The direction of the beta suggests higher levels of education 
predict greater perceptions of unjustness. All three variables that were significant without 
the control variables still are. These variables include relationship ignored by family/friends 
(a measure of homophobia/discrimination), the organization contact scale, and identity. 
Respective betas are .122, .170, and .141. All variables are significant at the .05 level 
Table 6.6. Unstandardized and standardized regression coefficients for variables predicting perceptions of unjustness 
with controls 
Independent Women and Men Men Women 
Variables Unstand. b's Standard. B's Unstand. b's Standard. B*s Unstand. b's Standard. B's 
Straight media .216 .080 .320 .117 .039 .009 
Gay media .127 .071 .037 .020 .326 .119 
Perceptions of 
homophobia -.020 -.009 .059 .023 .015 .004 
Relationship ignored .418* .122 .469 .131 -.060 -.011 
Fired from work -.106 -.017 .055 .009 -.825 -.078 
Identity .067* .141 .077 .161 — — 
Identity 1 — — — .018 .013 
Identity 2 — — .259 .208 
AIDS salience .262 .091 .365 .141 -.038 -.006 
Assault -.173 -.100 -.050 -.029 -.383 -.132 
Gay bars -.166 -.096 -.093 -.052 -.105 -.037 
Religious oiganizations .081 .054 .217 .156 — — 
Social clubs — — -.023 -.009 
Organization contact .112** .170 .099 .151 .214 .201 
Age -.013 -.080 -.024 -.164 .023 .071 
Income -.036 -.025 .004 .003 -.120 -.047 
Education .298** .171 .373** .225 .803** .263 
(Constant) 8.348 6.008 15.880 
R2=.168 R2=.216 R^=.246 
N= =272 N=153 N =113 
* Significant .05 level 
*• Significant .01 level 
*** Significant .001 level 
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except for organization contact which is significant at the .01 level. The variable with the 
strongest effect on perceptions of unjustness is education followed by organization contact. 
Recall that in the model without control variables, organization contact was the strongest 
predictor. The coefficient of determination is . 168 meaning that almost 17% of the variance 
in perceptions of unjustness is explained by this model. 
For males, education is the only significant control variable (beta=.22S). Introducing 
education into the model renders one of the discrimination variables (relationship ignored by 
friends and family) statistically insignificant. Recall that in the model without control 
variables, this was the only significant predictor of perceptions of unjustness for the male 
sample. Introducing control variables into the model increases the R square value from . 15 
(without controls) to .21 with the inclusion of control variables. 
For females, the R square is .246. The only significant control variable is education 
with a beta of .263. Like the male sample, introducing control variables results in an 
increase from .18 to .24 for the R square value. Table 6.6 reports regression coefficients 
for all three sample types. 
Internal political efficacv 
Although education approaches significance as a predictor of internal political efficacy 
with a beta of .102, none of the control variables are statistically important for the overall 
sample. Variables that are significant include organization contact (beta=.345) and identity 
(beta=.151). Interestingly, some predictors that were significant in the model without 
control variables are no longer significant. In the model without controls, both straight 
media exposure and gay bars were significant. When control variables are added, gay bars 
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are no longer significant and straight media exposure only approaches the .05 level. Gay 
bars may no longer be significant because there are significant correlations will all three 
control variables. For age, education, and income, r= .25, .20, and .17 respectively. 
These were all significant at the .01 level. Gay/lesbian media exposure only approaches the 
.05 significance level when control variables are added possibly because it is significantly 
correlated with income (r= . 13 at the .05 level). The R square increases slightly to .258 
compared to .221 for the model without control variables. 
For males, the R square is .318, an increase of .04 with only two variables significant 
level at or above the .05 level. Only the organization variables were important with the 
contact scale having a beta of .486 and gay bars a beta of -.166. None of the control 
variables were significant. Again the strongest predictor is the organization contact scale. 
For the female sample none of the control variables were significant. Organization contact, 
as measured by the contact scale (political, resource, and religious) was the only significant 
variable. The standardized regression coefficient was .284 significant at the .01 level. 
Adding control variables renders the straight media exposure variable insignificant for 
females. Recall that in the model without control variables, straight media exposure was a 
significant predictor of internal political efficacy. Correlations between straight media 
exposure and the control variables do not clearly suggest why straight media is no longer a 
significant predictor of internal political efficacy, since none of the correlations are 
significant. The R square value estimating internal political efficacy for lesbians was .305 
meaning that about 30% of the variance is explained using this model. This is an increase 
of .039 in the variance explained in the model without controls. Table 6.7 reports regression 
Table 6.7. Unstandardized and standardized regression coefficients for variables predicting internal political efficacy 
with controls 
Independent Women and Men Men Women 
Variables Unstand. b's Standard. B's Unstand. b's Standard. B's Unstand. b's Standard. B's 
Straight media .212 .100 .173 .084 .355 .159 
Gay media .041 .029 -.079 -.058 .135 .095 
Perceptions of homophobia .122 .071 .121 .065 .106 .067 
Relationship ignored -.076 -.028 .004 .001 -.191 -.068 
Fired from work .064 .013 .166 .038 -.060 -.011 
Identity .056*» .151 .038 .106 — — 
Identity 1 — — .071 .101 
Identity 2 —— — — .107 .166 
Assault -.001 -.001 .078 .061 -.158 -.105 
Gay bars -.102 -.075 -.221» -.166 .092 .063 
Religious organizations -.081 -.026 -.124 -.119 — — 
Social clubs — — — — -.104 -.083 
Organization contact .179»*» .345 239»»» .486 .156»» .284 
Age .006 .048 .002 .021 .016 .100 
Income .052 .047 .138 .139 -.029 -.032 
Education .140 .102 .081 .065 .221 .140 
(Constant) 3.95 4.647 2.859 
=.258 R2=.318 R2=.305 
N=272 N=153 N=113 
* Significant .05 level 
** Significant .01 level 
*** Significant .001 level 
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coefficients for all three sample groups. 
Perceptions of government responsiveness to AIDS 
For the overall sample, when adding control variables to the regression equation only 
the age control variable is significant at the .05 level with a beta of 134 suggesting that 
older persons are less likely to see the government as responsive on the AIDS issue. Both 
the AIDS salience and assault variables which were significant in the model without controls 
remain significant at the .01 level with respective betas of -.151 and -.159. Perceptions of 
homophobia which was significant without control variables is no longer significant in this 
model. The correlation between perceptions of homophobia and the education control 
variable is. 15 which is significant at the .05 level. The R square slightly increases between 
the two models from . 140 to . 156. The variable with the strongest effect on perceptions of 
government responsiveness to AIDS is the assault scale (a measure of homophobia/ 
discrimination). The addition of the control variables diminishes the effect of the AIDS 
salience variable which had the strongest effect on the dependent variable in the model 
without control variables. None of the correlations between AIDS salience and the control 
variables are significant. 
For males, none of the control variables were significant although like the overall 
model, AIDS salience and assault remain important predictors with respective betas of -. 193 
and -.185. Both are significant at the .05 level. The coefficient of determination for the 
male subsample is . 17. For females, neither the control variables nor the other variables are 
individually significant predictors of perceptions of government responsiveness to AIDS 
although the R square is .207. In the model without controls, the AIDS salience variable 
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was a significant predictor for the female sample. The correlations with control variables 
and AIDS salience are insignificant. The R square value is good despite the lack of 
significant predictor variables. It should be noted that control variables have significant 
correlations with some of the organization contact indicators including age and gay bars (r= 
.20), education and gay bars (r= .29), and income and social clubs (r=.20). Table 6.8 
reports regression coefficients for all three sample groups. 
Having a sav in government 
For the second indicator of external political efficacy, having a say in government, 
education is the only significant control variable with a beta of .188 for the overall sample. 
This means that those with higher levels of education are more likely to believe they have 
a voice in government. One discrimination indicator, relationship ignored by family/friends, 
is significant at the .05 level with a beta of -.127. This variable was not significant in the 
model without control variables. The R square increases slightly from .05 without controls 
to .088 with control variables. 
When only males are in the sample, education is also the only significant control 
variable with a beta of .205. The discrimination indicator, relationship ignored by family 
and friends, is an important predictor of the dependent variable with a beta of -.191. It is 
also significant in the model without controls although the standardized beta was slightly less 
(-. 157). Organization contact remains an important predictor with a beta of .203 significant 
at the .05 level. The variable having the strongest effect on having a say in government is 
education although organization contact is close. The R square for the model with control 
variables is calculated at .164 which is a slight increase from .122 for the model without 
Table 6.8. Unstandardized and standardized regression coefficients for variables predicting perceptions of government 
responsiveness to AIDS with controls 
Independent Women and Men Men Women 
Variables Unstand. b's Standard. B's Unstand. b's Standard. B's Unstand. b's Standard. B's 
Straight media .038 .027 .047 .033 -.008 -.005 
Gay media -.096 -.104 -.027 -.029 -.158 -.181 
Perceptions of 
homophobia -.120 -.107 -.138 -.107 -.108 -.111 
Relationship ignored -.095 -.053 -.087 -.047 -.054 -.031 
Fired from work -.261 -.083 .331 -.111 -.207 -.061 
AIDS salience -.223»» -.151 -.259» -.193 -.148 -.083 
Assault -.141»» -.159 -.164» -.185 -.083 -.091 
Gay bars .047 .053 .060 .065 -.031 -.035 
Religious organizations .004 .005 -.038 -.053 — — 
Social clubs —— — — — .096 .125 
Organization contact -.035 -.102 -.048 -.143 -.028 -.085 
Age -.011» -.134 -.009 -.119 -.017 -.165 
Income .009 .012 .024 .035 -.019 -.023 
Education -.034 -.038 -.002 -.003 -.119 -.123 
(Constant) 4.92 4.96 5.111 
R2=.156 II §
 
R^=.207 
N =272 I
I Z N =113 
* Significant .05 level 
** Significant .01 level 
*** Significant .001 level 
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control variables. 
For females, neither the control variables nor the other variables were significant 
predictors. The R square is low computed at .060. This is a slight improvement over the 
model without control variables where the R square is estimated at .033. Table 6.9 presents 
regression coefficients for the overall, male, and female subsamples. 
Political participation 
For the dependent variable in the model, political participation, none of the control 
variables were significant for the overall sample. The following indicators tested significant 
at or below the .05 level: organization contact scale (beta=.353), both external efficacy 
variables (perceptions of government responsiveness to AIDS beta= 109, having a say in 
government beta= -.113), perceptions of unjustness (beta=.124), straight media exposure 
(beta= -.109), identity (beta= .192), gay media exposure (beta= .114), and internal 
political efficacy (beta =.143). Adding control variables did not alter the results since all 
variables that were significant before remained significant after the addition of the control 
variables. Indicators that have the strongest effect on political participation are organization 
contact and identity. These were also the strongest predictors in the model without control 
variables. Out of the intervening variables, internal political efficacy has the strongest effect 
on political participation. The R square for the model with control variables is .483 meaning 
that 48% of the variance in political participation can be explained by this model. For 
males, the R square is slightly higher at .539 with none of the control variables reaching 
statistical significance. Variables that are significant include: gay media exposure (beta 
=. 139); straight media exposure (beta= =-. 153); identity (beta= .228); internal political 
Table 6.9. Unstandardized and standardized regression coefficients for variables predicting having a say in 
government with controls 
Independent Women and Men Men Women 
Variables Unstand. b's Standard. B's Unstand. b's Standard. B's Unstand. b's Standard. ] 
Straight media .131 .078 .247 .145 -.057 -.034 
Gay media -.050 -.045 -.123 -.107 .041 .039 
Perceptions of 
homophobia -.109 -.081 -.195 -.125 .002 .002 
Relationship ignored -.267* -.127 -.423** -.191 -.188 -.091 
Fired from work -.072 -.019 -.023 -.006 -.207 -.051 
AIDS salience -.044 -.025 .007 .004 -.216 -.101 
Assault -.044 -.041 -.114 -.107 .131 .119 
Gay bars .051 .048 .016 .014 .155 .145 
Religious organizations .056 .061 .046 .053 — — 
Social clubs — — -.007 -.008 
Organization contact .048 .119 .083* .203 -.005 -.013 
Age -.010 -.100 -.013 -.140 .004 .038 
Income .038 .044 .017 .021 .088 .091 
Education .202** .188 .211** .205 .163 .140 
(Constant) 3.28 
R2=.088 
3.58 
R^=.164 
3.26 
R2=.060 
N=272 N=153 N=113 
* Significant .05 level 
** Significant .01 level 
*** Significant .001 level 
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efficacy (beta=.lS8); and organization contact (beta=.369). Including control variables 
diminishes the significance of perceptions of unjustness. It is no longer significant when 
control variables are added. The correlation between perceptions of unjustness and the 
education control variable is .23 significant at the .01 level. Organization contact has the 
strongest effect on political participation. 
For females, the R square increases from .504 to .539 which is similar to the male R 
square value calculated at .539 with none of the control variables approaching significance. 
Variables that are significant include having a say in government (beta = -.168); 
organization contact (beta =.447), and Identity (Ident 2, beta=.269). These results deviate 
from the model with no controls where perceptions of unjustness was significant. Explaining 
this may be the correlation between perceptions of unjustness and the education control 
variable which is .29 significant at the .01 level. 
Not only is perceptions of unjustness not important in the model with control 
variables, but including control variables renders having a say in government an important 
predictor variable. The variable with the strongest effect is organization contact. Table 6.10 
reports regression coefficients for all three sample groups. 
Entering control variables into the model does alter the results. The R squares slightly 
increase for political participation, having a say in government, and government 
responsiveness to AIDS. Adding control variables has a greater impact on the R square 
values for perceptions of unjustness and internal political efficacy. Adding control variables 
also renders some variables insignificant. Education is the most important control variable 
for all three sample types. 
Table 6.10. Unstandardized and standardized regression coefficients for variables predicting political participation 
with controls 
Independent Women and Men Men Women 
Variables Unstand. b's Standard. B's Unstand. b's Standard. B's Unstand. b's Standard. B's 
Straight media -.247* -.109 -.349** -.153 -.027 -.012 
Gay media .170* .114 .213* .139 -.044 -.030 
Identity .076*»* .192 .091*** .228 — — 
Identity 1 —— — — -.035 -.050 
Identity 2 —— — — .175** .269 
Gay bars -.022 -.015 .057 .038 -.049 -.033 
Religious organizations .068 .055 .085 .073 — — 
Social clubs ———— ——— — — -.123 -.097 
Organization contact .195*** .353 .202*** .369 .248*** .447 
Percep. unjust .103** .124 .100 .120 .064 .123 
Internal pol. efficacy .152** .143 .176* .158 .123 .122 
Responsiveness to AIDS -.178* -.109 -.099 -.061 -.124 -.130 
Having a say in govt. -.154* -.113 -.155 -.115 -.231* -.168 
Age .002 .016 .005 .041 .001 .006 
Income -.031 -.027 -.003 -.003 -.007 -.005 
Education .094 .064 .074 .053 .105 .066 
(Constant) -2.067 -2.801 -1.15 
R2=.483 R2=.539 R2=.539 
N= =272 II Z N = 113 
* Significant .05 level 
** Significant .01 level 
»»» Significant .001 level 
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Path Analysis: Reduced Models 
This next section will consider the results of reduced models for the overall sample, 
male and female subsamples. Reduced models were constructed using the SPSS backward 
elimination technique. By default, this will eliminate variables that do not meet a 
significance level of at least. 10. While the generally accepted minimum standard is lower, 
set at .05, it is important to consider results of variables that approach the .05 level. 
Because this is the first examination of gay/lesbian political participation using concepts from 
the political process model and the sample size is small, it is important that future analysis 
not discard variables simply because they failed to met an arbitrary significance standard. 
A larger more diverse sample might have yielded somewhat different results. Therefore, all 
variables that remain in the model will be discussed although a distinction will be made 
between those that are statistically significant below the .05 level and those that are not. 
Variables entered into the regression equations for each dependent variable are the 
same as those used in constructing the complete models with the only difference being the 
introduction of control variables that demonstrated importance in the previous section. 
Presenting the results will precede with the overall model progressing to the male and female 
subsamples beginning with the first dependent variable, perceptions of unjustness. 
Perceptions of uniustness 
Examining the results of the overall sample reveals that four variables remained in the 
equation with all significant at or below the .05 level. These variables include education 
(beta=.184), organization contact (beta=.190), relationship ignored by family/friends (beta 
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=.123), and identity (beta=.134). As suggested by the standardized beta, the variable 
having the strongest direct effect on the dependent variable is organization contact. 
For males, variables at or below the .05 level include education (beta-.244) and 
organization contact (beta =.179). Variables that remained in the model but were not 
significant include: Age (beta= -. 145); identity (beta=. 146); AIDS Salience (beta =.134); 
relationship ignored by family/friends (beta =. 131); and religious organizations (beta=. ISO). 
Unlike the overall sample, the variable with the strongest effect is not organization contact 
but education. 
The results for females resembles both the findings for the overall sample and males. 
Like the overall sample, both education (beta =.308) and organization contact (beta =. 
=227) are significant at the .01 level. Although Identity 2 is not significant it remains in 
the model with a beta of. 164. Like the male sample, education has the strongest effect on 
perceptions of unjustness. R square values for all three samples are .128, .198, and .197 
for the overall, male, and female samples respectively. In comparison with models 
containing controls, the reduced model for males loses little of its ability to predict 
unjustness (.018) while the overall and female models lose 4% and 4.9% of their predictive 
power respectively. Table 6.11 summarizes regression coefficients for all three samples. 
Internal political efficacv 
The next dependent variable, internal political efficacy, had five variables remaining 
in the model including education, organization contact, straight media exposure, gay bar 
frequency, and identity. Gay bar contact was not significant although it remained in the 
model. Betas for the significant variables were .117, .325, .113, and .172 for education. 
Table 6.11. Unstandardized and standardized regression coefficients for variables predicting perceptions of unjustness 
(Reduced Model) 
Independent Women and Men Men Women 
Variables Unstand. b's Standard. B's Unstand. b's Standard. B's Unstand. b's Standard. B's 
Relationship ignored .422* .123 .467 .131 
Identity .064* .134 .069 .146 
Identity 2 — —— .202 .164 
AIDS salience .348 .134 — — 
Religious organizations .209 .150 — — 
Organization contact .126** .190 .117* .179 .240** .227 
Age — — -.022 -.145 — — 
Education .320*** .184 .406*** .244 .938*** .308 
(Constant) 9.018 7.061 14.530 
R2=.128 R2=.198 R2=.197 
N =279 N=153 N=.117 
* Significant .05 level 
** Significant .01 level 
*•* Significant .001 level 
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organization contact, straight media exposure, and identity respectively. Straight media and 
education were significant at the .05 level, identity at the .01 level, and organization contact 
at the .001 level. The variable with the strongest effect on internal political efficacy is 
organization contact. 
For males, income, organization contact, and gay bar contact were significant with 
respective betas of .158, .531, and -.179. Income and gay bar contact were significant at 
the .05 level while organization contact was significant at the .001 level. Like the previous 
models, the beta of the gay bar item is negative suggesting that higher frequency of gay bar 
contact impairs the development of internal political efficacy. Gay religious organizations 
remained in the model with a negative beta which was not significant. The organization 
contact scale had the strongest effect on internal political efficacy. 
For women, straight media exposure (beta =.162), identity (Ident 1, beta=.171), and 
organization contact (beta =.225) were important predictors of internal political efficacy. 
Gay media exposure remained in the model but did not reach the .05 significance level. 
Like the overall and male samples, organization contact had the strongest effect on internal 
political efficacy. R square values for the three models were .224, .289, and .233, for the 
overall sample and male and female subsamples respectively. The amount of variance 
explained by this model for the three sample types is good with the male model explaining 
the most at 29%. The overall and male samples lose about 3% of their predictive power in 
comparison to the models with controls while the female model loses 7.2%. Table 6.12 
reports regression coefficients for all sample types. 
Table 6.12. Unstandardized and standardized regression coefficients for variables predicting internal political 
efficacy (Reduced Model) 
Independent Women and Men Men Women 
Variables Unstand. b's Standard. B's Unstand. b's Standard. B's Unstand. b's Standard. B's 
Straight media .243* .113 .366* .162 
Gay media — — .258 .180 
Identity .065** .172 — — — 
Identity 1 — —— — .121* .171 
Gay bars -.145 -.105 -.237* -.179 — — 
Religious organizations —— -.128 -.123 — — 
Organization contact .171*** .325 .262*** .531 .124* .225 
Income .157* .158 — — 
Education .161* .117 — — — — 
(Constant) 4.618 6.958 3.985 
R^=.224 R^=.289 R2=.233 
N= =279 N=153 N=.117 
* Significant .05 level 
** Significant .01 level 
*•* Significant .001 level 
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External political efficacy: Perceptions of government responsiveness to AIDS 
For the overall sample, age, perceptions of homophobia, assault, AIDS salience, and 
gay media exposure are all significant predictors of perceptions of government 
responsiveness to AIDS. Respective betas are -.143, -.108 -.171, -.184, and -.131. Gay 
media is significant at the .05 level. Assault and age are significant at the .01 level. AIDS 
salience is significant at the .001 level, and perceptions of homophobia is significant between 
the .05 and .06 level. AIDS salience has the strongest effect on perceptions of government 
responsiveness to AIDS with those placing a lot of importance on the AIDS issue perceiving 
the government as less responsive. 
For males, only assault (beta = -.175), AIDS salience (beta = -.168), and 
organizational contact (beta = -. 156) are significant at the .05 level. Variables that are not 
significant but remain in the model include perceptions of homophobia and being fired from 
work. The variable with the strongest effect on the dependent variable is assault although 
AIDS salience is a close second. 
Results for women are different with only AIDS salience and gay media exposure 
demonstrating significance at the .01 level with respective betas of -.237 and -.259. The 
variable with the strongest effect is gay media suggesting that the more gay media lesbians 
read the more likely they are to perceive the government as nonresponsive on the AIDS 
issue. The effect of this variable on the perceptions of government responsiveness to AIDS 
is stronger that the effect of AIDS salience. R square values for the three equations are 
.132, .141, and .132 for the overall sample and male and female subsamples. Comparing 
the reduced model to the model with control variables reveals that the overall and male 
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samples lost 2.4% and 2.9% of its predictive power respectively. The female sample lost 
7.5% of its predictive power. See Table 6.13 for a summary of findings. 
External political efficacv: Having a sav in government 
Having a say in government is the second indicator of external political efficacy. For 
the overall sample, only education and relationship ignored by friends and family are 
significant with relationship ignored at the .05 level and education at the .01 level. Beta 
coefficients are .173 for education and -.136 for relationship ignored by friends/family. 
Organization contact is not significant but remains in the model. Education has the strongest 
effect on having a say in government as evidenced by the standardized regression coefficient. 
For males, the same variables are significant with respective betas of .202 and -.187 
for education and relationship ignored by family and friends. Both of these variables are 
significant at the .01 level. Variables remaining in the model but not significant at or below 
the .05 level include perceptions of homophobia, straight media exposure, and organization 
contact. Like the overall model, education has the strongest effect on having a say in 
government with those having higher levels of education more likely to believe that they do 
have a voice in government. 
For women, all of the variables were removed from the equation because none were 
even significant at the .10 level. R square values for the three groups are .056, .130, and 
0 for the overall, male, and female samples. For the overall and male samples, the loss of 
predictive power is between the model with controls and the reduced model is 3.2% and 
3.4% respectively. For females the loss is greater calculated at 6%. Table 6.14 reports 
regression coefficients for the overall and male samples. Female coefficients are not 
Table 6.13. Unstandardized and standardized regression coefficients for variables predicting government 
responsiveness to AIDS (Reduced Model) 
Independent Women and Men Men Women 
Variables Unstand. b's Standard. B's Unstand. b's Standard. B's Unstand. b's Standard. B's 
Gay media -.124» -.131 ———— -.241** -.259 
Perceptions of 
homophobia -.124 -.108 -.178 -.137 — — 
Fired from work ———— — -.396 -.133 — — 
AIDS salience -.116*** -.184 -.226* -.168 -.424** -.237 
Assault -.155** -.171 -.155* -.175 — — 
Organization contact — — - -.053* -.156 — — 
Age -.012** -.143 — — — 
(Constant) 4.843 4.850 4.441 
R2=.132 R2=.141 R:=.132 
N=279 II Z N=.117 
• Significant .05 level 
•* Significant .01 level 
Significant .001 level 
Table 6.14. Unstandardized and standardized regression coefficients for variables predicting having a say in 
government (Reduced Model) 
Independent Women and Men Men Womçn 
Variables Unstand. b*s Standard. B's Unstand. b's Standard. B's Unstand. b's Standard. B's 
Straight media ———— ———— .223 .131 — — 
Perceptions of homophobia — —— -.211 -.136 — — 
Relationship ignored -.292* -.136 -.415»» -.187 — — 
Organization contact .044 .106 .059 .145 — — 
Education .188** .173 .209»* .202 — — 
(Constant) 2.839 2.810 — 
R2=.056 H o
 
R^=.000 
N=279 N =153 N = 117 
* Significant .05 level 
** Significant .01 level 
*** Significant .001 level 
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included, since all variables were eliminated from the model. 
Out of the two external efficacy indicators, the R square values are better for 
government responsiveness to AIDS. There are also more significant predictor variables for 
government responsiveness to AIDS than for having a say in government. 
PQlitigal participation 
The final dependent variable in the model is political participation. Constructing a 
reduced model for the overall sample leaves the following variables significant at or below 
the .05 level: both external efficacy predictors (perceptions of government responsiveness 
to AIDS beta= 100 and having a say in government beta = -.096); both media exposure 
variables (straight beta= -.115, gay beta= .132); perceptions of unjustness (beta =.132); 
identity (beta =.174); internal political efficacy (beta =.139); and organization contact 
(beta=.371). Organization contact and identity have the strongest effect on political 
participation. 
For the intervening variables, internal political efficacy has the strongest effect closely 
followed by perceptions of unjustness. It should be noted that the betas for both external 
efficacy indicators are negative suggesting that the more responsive the government is 
perceived to be towards AIDS and the more an individual believes they have a say in 
government, the less politically active they are. This is counterintuitive to the hypotheses 
proposed in Chapter 4. But, it is reasonable to infer why external political efficacy predicts 
lower participation. There is no reason to participate if the government is perceived as 
responsive. This will be discussed more fully in the discussion chapter. 
One final note is that the media exposure variables are both significant but one is not 
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in the direction predicted. Exposure to media was hypothesized to increase political 
participation. While higher exposure to gay media does increase political participation, 
exposure to straight media has the opposite effect. High exposure to straight media about 
gay/lesbian issues seems to discourage political participation. These issues will be elaborated 
in the discussion chapter. 
For males, the following variables are significant predictors of political participation; 
straight media (beta =-.163); perceptions of unjustness (beta =.137); identity (beta = .227); 
gay media exposure (beta =.152); internal political efficacy (beta =.168) and organization 
contact (beta =.3869). Gay media, perceptions of unjustness, and internal political efficacy 
are significant at the .05 level. Straight media is significant at the .01 level. Identity and 
organization contact, are significant at the .(X)l level. Having a say in government is not 
significant but remains in the model. Variables having the strongest effect on political 
participation for gay men are organization contact and identity. Among the intervening 
variables, internal political efficacy has the strongest effect on political participation. 
For females, only organizational contact, perceptions of unjustness, and identity (ident 
2) were significant predictors of political participation. Identity (Ident 2) was significant at 
the .01 level, organization contact at the .001 level and perceptions of unjustness at the .01 
level. For lesbians, organization contact has the strongest effect. Betas were calculated at 
.487, .202, and .193 for organization contact, perceptions of unjustness, and identity 
respectively. 
R square values for the three models are .467, .522, and .470 for the overall, male 
and female subsamples. Interpreting the R square values indicates that this model explains 
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a large amount of variance for all three sample types. The model explains the most variance 
for males at 52%, 47% for females, and 46.7% for the overall sample. This is a rather 
small decline in the R square values for the males and overall samples compared with the 
full models with and without controls. For females the decline is greater calculated at 
6.9%. Table 6. IS reports findings for all three sample types for the political participation 
variable. 
Figures summarizing the causal relationships between variables for all three sample 
types precedes findings from the last phase of the path analysis. Since these are constructed 
from the reduced model findings, only those relationships that are significant at or below the 
. 10 level are included. Figure 6.1 summarizes findings from the overall model. 
An examination of Figure 6.1 demonstrates that for the overall sample, several 
variables have both direct and indirect effects on political participation. While there is not 
a direct path between relationship ignored by friends/family and political participation, this 
variable indirectly affects political participation through both statistically significant paths to 
perceptions of unjustness and having a say in government. The respective indirect effects 
were summed for a total effect on political participation of .029. 
The other two social control variables, perceptions of homophobia and assault, also 
have an indirect effect on political participation through perceptions of government 
responsiveness to AIDS. Assault has an indirect and total effect of .017. Perceptions of 
homophobia has a indirect and total effect of .014. Out of all the social control variables, 
assault has the largest indirect effect. 
The organization/community strength variables of identity, organization contact, and 
Table 6. IS. Unstandardized and standardized regression coefficients for variables predicting political participation 
(Reduced Model) 
Independent Women and Men Men Women 
Variables Unstand. b's Standard. B's Unstand. b's Standard. B's Unstand. b's Standard. B's 
Straight media -.261** -.115 -.372** -.163 — 
Gay media .197** .132 .233* .152 — — 
Identity 069*** .174 .090*** .227 — — 
Identity 2 — — — — .124** .193 
Organization contact .205*** .371 .212*** .386 .269*** .487 
Percep. unjust .110** .132 .114* .137 .105** .202 
Internal pol. efficacy .146** .139 .187* .168 — — 
Percep. govt. resp. AIDS -.157* -.100 — — — — 
Having a say in govt. -.128* -.096 -.151 -.113 — — 
(Constant) -1.699 -2.440 -2.429 
R^=.467 R2=.522 R2=.470 
N: =279 I
I Z N=.117 
* Significant .05 level 
** Significant .01 level 
*** Significant .001 level 
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Figure 6.1. Diagram of path coefficients predicting political participation of 
the overall sample for the reduced model. 
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media exposure are the strongest variables in the model. Organization contact has direct and 
indirect effects on political participation. Organization contact indirectly affects political 
participation through perceptions of unjustness, having a say in government, and internal 
political efficacy. Respective indirect effects of .025, -.010, and .045 are summed together 
with the direct effect of .371 for total effects of .431. Notice that one of the indirect effects 
has a negative effect on political participation through having a say in government. The sum 
of all the indirect effects is .06. It should be noted that only the direct path between 
organization contact and political participation and the path between organization contact and 
internal political efficacy is statistically significant. Thus far, organization contact is the 
strongest variable in the model. 
The gay bar frequency item is not as strong with an indirect and total effect of -.014 
on political participation through internal political efficacy. Higher gay bar frequency 
impairs the development of internal political efficacy. Higher levels of internal political 
efficacy increases political participation. Thus, while organization contact has a strong 
positive influence on political participation, gay bars has a relatively weak and negative 
influence. 
Like the organization contact scale, the identity variable has both direct and indirect 
paths to political participation. Identity indirectly affects political participation through the 
intervening variables of perceptions of unjustness and internal political efficacy with 
respective indirect effects of .017 and .024. Summed together the indirect effects equal 
.041. Combining the indirect effects with a direct effect of .174 results in a total effect of 
.215 on political participation. All of the direct paths to the intervening variables and 
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political participation is significant. 
Both the media exposure variables have both direct and indirect effects on political 
participation. Although both of the direct paths between the media exposure variables and 
political participation are significant, the indirect effects go through different intervening 
variables. Straight media has a direct negative effect on political participation (-. 1 IS). It 
also indirectly affects participation through internal political efficacy (.015). When the direct 
and indirect effects are combined, there is a total effect of -.099 on political participation. 
Note that the path coefficient for the relationship between straight media and internal political 
efficacy is positive suggesting that exposure to straight media enhances the development of 
efficacy which in turn enhances political participation. Thus the variable has a direct 
negative influence on participation but indirectly has a smaller but positive influence on 
political participation. 
For gay media, the direct effect on political participation is positive suggesting that 
higher levels of exposure lead to greater political involvement. For the indirect effect on 
political participation, gay media goes through perceptions of government responsiveness to 
AIDS (.013) suggesting that those with higher exposure to gay media do not perceive the 
government as responsive to the AIDS issue. In turn, those who perceive the government 
as responsive to the AIDS issue are less politically active as indicated by the negative path 
coefficient between perceptions of government responsiveness and political participation. 
Combining an indirect effect of .013 with a direct effect of. 132 yields a total effect of. 145. 
Thus here there is a positive indirect as well as a positive direct effect. 
Education does not have a direct path but indirectly affects political participation 
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through perceptions of unjustness, having a say in government, and internal political 
efficacy. All three paths leading to these variables are statistically significant. Of the 
control variables, education has the strongest total effect with respective indirect effects of 
.024, -.016, and .016. Summing these items resulted in a total effect of .024. Age also 
indirectly affects political participation with significant paths to perceptions of government 
responsiveness. Age has a indirect and total effect of .014 on political participation. 
Finally, the indirect and total effect of AIDS salience on political participation through 
perceptions of government responsiveness to AIDS is .018. The direct path between age and 
perceptions of government responsiveness to AIDS is significant. 
While all three of the intervening variables have significant direct effects on political 
participation, the variables that have the most influence on political participation through 
both direct and indirect effects are identity and organization contact for the overall sample. 
Notice that the influence of organization contact and identity on political participation is 
stronger than the influence of the intervening dependent variables of perceptions of 
unjustness, having a say in government, perceptions of government responsiveness to AIDS, 
and internal political efficacy on political participation. 
The next figure illustrates the causal relationships between variables for gay males. 
Beginning with an examination of AIDS salience, it has an indirect and total effect of .018 
on political participation through perceptions of unjustness. For the social control variables, 
relationship ignored by family/friends has an indirect effect on political participation through 
the intervening variables, perceptions of unjustness and having a say in government, although 
only the latter direct path between relationship ignored and having a say in government is 
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significant. When considering all the social control variables, this variable has the strongest 
influence with respective indirect effects of .017 and .021 for a total effect of .038. 
Homophobia indirectly affects political participation through having a say in 
government, although the direct path between perceptions of homophobia and having a say 
in government is not significant. The indirect and total effects of perceptions of homophobia 
on political participation is .015. 
Education indirectly affects political participation through the intervening variables of 
perceptions of unjustness and having a say in government. Both the direct paths between the 
intervening variables and education were significant. Age may have an indirect effect 
through perceptions of unjustness but the direct path between these two variables is 
insignificant. The last control variable, income indirectly affects political participation with 
an indirect path through internal political efficacy to political participation. 
When calculating the effects, income is the strongest with an indirect and total effect 
of .027 on political participation. Age has an indirect and total effect of -.020 on political 
participation. Education appears to be a strong variable but the indirect effects cancel each 
other out. There is an indirect effect of .033 through perceptions of unjustness on political 
participation but the indirect effect through having a say in government is negative (-.022). 
When these are summed, a small total effect of .011 on political participation is calculated. 
When considering the organization/community strength variables, the organization 
contact scale has the most influence on political participation. Organization contact has both 
direct and indirect effects on political participation. Indirect effects occur through the 
intervening variables of perceptions of unjustness, having a say in government, and internal 
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political efficacy. All of the direct path coefficients were significant except for the path 
between organization contact and having a say in government. Note that this latter path is 
negative. The indirect effects on political participation through perceptions of unjustness 
(.024), having a say in government (-.016), and internal political efficacy (.089) are summed 
with the direct effect of .386 for a total effect of .483. Overall, organization contact has a 
positive influence on political participation excepting the indirect effect through having a say 
in government. 
Religious organizations do not have much indirect influence on political participation 
through perceptions of unjustness and internal political efficacy because the direct paths 
between religious organizations and both these intervening variables are not significant. 
Additionally, the indirect effects of .0205 and -.0206 cancel each other out for a total effect 
of -.0001. Gay bars has a negative indirect and total effect of -.030 on political participation 
through internal political efficacy. 
Identity has a direct effect on political participation and a small indirect effect through 
perceptions of unjustness, although this latter path is not significant. When combining the 
indirect effect of .020 and a direct effect of .227 a total effect of .247 is calculated. 
The effects of media exposure on political participation are direct with both paths 
having  significant path coefficients. Gay media exposure has a direct and total effect of. 152 
on political participation. Straight media exposure has a small negative effect on political 
participation through having a say in government. When combining the indirect effect of 
-.015 and a direct effect of -. 163, there is a total effect of -. 178. It should be noted that the 
total effect of straight media exposure is stronger than the individual direct effects of the 
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intervening dependent variables. 
By far, the most influential variable is organization contact which has both direct and 
indirect effects on political participation. Other strong variables include identity, media 
exposure (gay and straight), internal political efficacy, and perceptions of unjustness. 
A brief comparison of Figures 6.1 and 6.2 shows that one of the external efficacy 
indicators, perceptions of government responsiveness to AIDS, drops out of the model for 
gay men. This results in eliminating predictor variables that are not significant for any of 
the other dependent variables. In this case, the assault variable is dropped from the gay male 
model since it is not a significant predictor for any of the remaining dependent variables. 
Other differences include income and religious organization which are predictor variables in 
the model for gay men but not the overall model. 
For females, the reduced model is much more parsimonious with only four important 
predictor variables. Figure 6.3 shows the causal relationships diagrammed between 
variables. Identity has both a direct effect of .193 and indirect effect of .033 on political 
participation through perception of unjustness. However, the path between identity and 
perceptions is not significant. The total effect of identity on political participation is .226. 
Education is the only control variable indirectly affecting political participation through 
perceptions of unjustness. The indirect and total effect on political participation is .062. 
Finally, organization contact has both a direct effect of .487 and an indirect effect of .046 
on political participation through perceptions of unjustness. Both the direct paths between 
political participation and organization contact, and organization contact and perceptions of 
unjustness is significant. By far the most influential variable for lesbians in predicting 
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political participation is organization contact as evidenced by a total effect calculated at 
.533. 
In summary, although important differences exist between females and the other two 
models (overall and male), similarities include the importance of organization contact, 
identity, and perceptions of unjustness. The important differences include the importance 
of gay/lesbian and straight media exposure and internal political efficacy. These variables 
are important for the overall and male models but not for lesbians. Table 6.16 summarizes 
the direct, indirect, and total effects for the three sample groups. 
For the overall sample, strong direct effects on political participation for the reduced 
model include organization contact, identity, straight media, gay media, perceptions of 
unjustness, internal political efficacy, having a say in government, and perceptions of 
government responsiveness to AIDS. While most of the indirect effects are small, some of 
the stronger ones include organization contact, identity, relationships ignored by 
family/friends, and education. 
For the male model, strong direct effects include organization contact, identity, 
straight media, gay media, perceptions of unjustness, internal political efficacy, and having 
a say in government. Some of the stronger indirect effects include organization contact, 
relationship ignored by family/friends, religious organizations, and income. 
For females, strong indirect effects include organization contact, identity (Ident 2), and 
perceptions of unjustness. Indirect effects include organization contact, education, and 
identity. 
Table 6.16. Table of effects for political participation presented by the overall sample and sex (reduced model) 
Predictor Direct Indirect Total 
Variables Overall Male Female Overall Male Female Overall Male Female 
Relat. ignored 0 0 0 .029 .038 0 .029 .038 0 
Org. contact .371 .386 .487 .060 .097 .046 .431 .483 .533 
Education 0 0 0 .024 .011 .062 .024 .011 .062 
AIDS salience 0 0 0 .018 .018 0 .018 .018 0 
Identity (Ident 2) .174 .227 .193 .041 .020 .033 .215 .247 .226 
Age 0 0 0 .014 -.020 0 .014 -.020 0 
Percep. homophobia 0 0 0 .014 .015 0 .014 .015 0 
Assault 0 0 0 .017 0 0 .017 0 0 
Straight media -.115 -.163 0 .016 -.015 0 -.099 -.178 0 
Gay media .132 .152 0 .013 0 0 .145 .152 0 
Gay bars 0 0 0 -.014 -.030 0 -.014 -.030 0 
Relig. orgs. 0 0 0 0 -.001 0 0 -.001 0 
Income 0 0 0 0 .027 0 0 .027 0 
Percep. unjust. .132 .137 .202 0 0 0 .132 .137 .202 
Int. poly. eff. .139 .168 0 0 0 0 .139 .168 0 
Have say govt. -.096 -.113 0 0 0 0 -.096 -.113 0 
Percep. govt. 
Resp. AIDS -.100 0 0 0 0 0 -.100 0 0 
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The next section will examine an alternatives reduced model suggested by the findings 
from the correlation matrices. 
Alternative Reduced Model 
The final reduced model examines the direct effects of discrimination on political 
participation. The correlation matrices presented in Chapter 5 suggests that some of the 
homophobia and discrimination items measuring the social control concept may be predictors 
of political participation given the association between the variables. The previous models 
consider the indirect effects of the social control variables on political participation through 
the intervening variables. It was not hypothesized that the social control variables would 
have any direct effects on political participation. 
For the overall sample, assault (r=.239) and relationship ignored by family/friends 
(r=.204) are significantly correlated with political participation at the .01 level. For males, 
only assault is significantly correlated political participation (r=. 162) at the .05 level. For 
females, assault (r=.409), perceptions of homophobia (r=.1926), and relationship ignored 
by family/friends (r=.2759) are all significantly correlated with political participation. 
Perceptions of homophobia is significant at the .05 level while assault and relationship 
ignored by friends/family are significant at the .01 level. 
While these associations suggest that these variables might be significant predictors 
of political participation for at least the overall and female sample, this was not initially 
tested because the literature does not suggest that experiencing higher degrees of social 
control would be related to higher levels of political participation. 
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Experiencing high levels of discrimination and/or perceiving high levels of 
homophobia may discourage political participation because people may fear that some forms 
of participation (attending rallies, writing letters to the editor) may target them for more 
abuse. However, since the correlations coefficients are positive, a different causal 
relationship will be examined. 
Historically, intimidation tactics have been used to disenfranchise different portions 
of American society. Although typically used against people of color and other religions, 
some may believe that the best way to control the gay/lesbian liberation movement is to 
encourage people to stay in the closet. Bullert recognizes this when he argues that "the 
movement can best be deterred when homosexuals become convinced they ought to remain 
in the closet" (1987:24). Although he does not advocate discrimination or violence against 
gays and lesbians, he articulates a common belief among those who wish the gay/lesbian 
movement would go away. 
The correlation coefficients suggest this reasoning is incorrect. People do not cease 
political activity because they are afraid of discrimination; discrimination encourages political 
activity. In essence, homosexuals realize that discrimination will not cease until they gain 
equal rights, hence they engage in political activity directed at gaining those rights. 
Therefore, the discrimination and homophobia variables were entered to see what effect they 
have on political participation for the overall, male, and female samples. 
Although for men the correlation coefficients did not suggest that the 
assault/discrimination and other social control indicators would be important, they were also 
entered into the equation as a precaution to determine what effects these variables would 
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have on the reduced model. As expected, none of the social control variables are significant 
for men. For lesbians and the overall sample social control indicators emerge as significant 
predictors of political participation. 
For the overall sample, relationships ignored by family/friends, assault, and 
perceptions of homophobia remain in the model. Relationships ignored is the strongest 
variable evidenced by a beta of. 146 significant at the .001 level. Assault has a beta of .092 
which is significant at the .05 level. Perceptions of homophobia is not significant at or 
below the .05 level but remains in the model. The R square for the reduced model with 
discrimination indicators is .487 an increase of .02 from .467 from the reduced model that 
did not allow for a causal relationship between discrimination indicators and political 
participation. 
For lesbians, relationships ignored is the strongest variable with a beta of .195 
significant at the .01 level followed by assault with a beta of.182 significant at the .05 level. 
Perceptions of homophobia has a beta of. 145 and is also significant at the .05 level. The 
coefficient of determination for lesbians is .532 meaning that about 53% of the variance in 
political participation is explained with this model. This is an increase of 6%. The reduced 
alternative model for women explains slightly more (1%) of the variance in political 
participation than the reduced model (no discrimination variables) for men. Table 6.17 
summarizes regression coefficients for the reduced model including discrimination variables 
presented by all three sample groups. 
Figures 6.4 and 6.5 illustrate the causal relationships between variables for the overall 
and female subsample. There is not a figure for the male sample since none all of the 
Table 6.17. Unstandardized and standardized regression coefficients for variables predicting political participation 
with discrimination variables 
Independent Women and Men Men Women 
Variables Unstand. b's Standard. B's Unstand. b's Standard. B's Unstand. b's Standard. B's 
Straight media -.297** -.131 -.372** -.163 
Gay media .217** .146 .233* .152 — — 
Identity .061** .154 .090*** .227 — — 
Organization contact .199*** .360 .212*** .386 .246*** .446 
Percep. unjust .112** .135 .114* .137 .119*** .228 
Internal pol. efficacy .132** .125 187** .168 — — 
Having a say in govt. -.151 -.113 — — 
Relationship ignored .415*** .146 — — .546** .195 
Perceptions of homophobia . 148 .081 —— — .232* .145 
Assault .132* . .092 — .272* .182 
(Constant) -3.806 -2.440 -4.520 
R2=.487 R^=.522 R2=.532 
N =279 I
I Z N=.117 
* Significant .05 level 
•* Significant .01 level 
*** Significant .001 level 
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homophobia and discrimination variables were eliminated leaving the same model that was 
presented in Figure 6.2. 
Recall that for the overall sample, the previously discussed reduced model confirms all 
of the hypotheses. Significant predictors include identity, media exposure, organization 
contact, perceptions of unfairness, internal political efficacy, and both predictors of external 
efficacy. When the assault and discrimination variables are entered, both of the external 
political efficacy indicators become insignificant. A partial explanation is the significant 
correlations between the external political efficacy variable, perceptions of government 
responsiveness to AIDS and the social control variables. These include perceptions of 
homophobia and perceptions of government responsiveness to AIDS (r= 14) and assault 
and government responsiveness to AIDS (r= -.18). 
Both assault and relationship ignored by friends/family are significant predictors 
suggesting that there is a direct effect between experiencing discrimination and political 
participation. Relationships ignored by family/friends also has an indirect effect of .017 
through perceptions of unjustness. Combining the indirect and direct effect yields a total 
effect of .163 on political participation. The results suggest that experiencing homophobia 
and discrimination predicts greater political participation. 
Comparing Figure 6.1 with 6.4 for the overall sample shows that adding direct paths 
between the social control indicators and political participation results in dropping both 
external political efficacy variables from the model. Comparing Figures 6.3 to 6.5 for 
females shows that the major difference between the two models is that identity no longer 
has a direct path to political participation when direct paths are added between the social 
186 
control indicators and political participation. 
Comparing Figure 6.5 to Figure 6.2 illustrates differences between the respective 
female and male models. These differences include the importance of media exposure items, 
internal political efficacy, and education. The media exposure items and internal political 
efficacy are important predictors of political participation for gay men but not for lesbians. 
Recall that education has an important indirect effect on political participation through 
perceptions of unjustness for lesbians. For gay men the indirect effects of education on 
political participation tend to cancel each other out through perceptions of unjustness and 
having a say in government. The income control variable has an indirect effect on political 
participation through internal political efficacy. Income does not even appear in the reduced. 
model for females. Gay bars has an negative indirect effect on political participation through 
internal political efficacy for gay men. For lesbians, gay bars does not appear in the model. 
The impact of religious organizations is also interesting. Religious organizations comprised 
part of the organization contact scale for lesbians. For gay men, it is a separate indicator. 
While still appearing in the reduced model for gay men, the indirect effects of religious 
organizations on political participation through perceptions of unjustness and internal political 
efficacy cancel each other out. While religious organizations as part of the organization 
contact scale has an important place in explaining the political participation for lesbians, for 
gay men the effects on political participation are not salient. Table 6.18 summarizes the 
direct, indirect, and total effects for the overall and female samples. 
Although the discrimination and homophobia items are important predictors of political 
participation, organization contact and identity continues to have the strongest effect on 
Table 6.18. Table of effects for political participation with discrimination variables presented by the overall sample 
and sex 
Predictor Direct Indirect Total 
Variables Overall Female Overall Female Overall Female 
Relat. ignored .146 .195 .017 0 .162 .195 
Assault .092 .182 0 0 .092 .182 
Org. contact .368 .446 .067 .052 .435 .498 
Identity (Identity 2) .154 0 .041 .037 .195 .037 
Education 0 0 .040 .018 .040 .018 
Percep. homophobia .081 .145 0 0 .081 .145 
Gay media .146 0 0 0 .146 0 
Straight media -.131 0 .014 0 -.117 0 
Gay bars 0 0 -.013 0 -.013 0 
Percep. unjust. .135 .228 0 0 .135 .228 
Int. poly. eff. .125 0 0 0 .125 0 
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political participation as individual predictors for the overall model. However, if all the total 
effects of the social control variables are summed together, the result is a combined effect 
of .335. While not exceeding the total effect of organization contact, these results firmly 
support the necessity of including social control variables in an analysis of political 
participation. 
For females, the initial reduced model left only identity, organization contact, and 
perceptions of unfairness as statistically significant predictors. When social control items 
are entered (perceptions of homophobia, assault, relationship ignored by friends and family), 
identity is no longer a statistically significant variable. This can be explained by the 
significant correlations between identity and the social control variables. These include 
identity 2 and assault (r= .372) and identity 2 and relationship ignored by family/friends 
(r=.213). Direct effects for all three social control variables are significant. There are no 
indirect effects on political participation. 
For females, experiencing homophobia and discrimination is an important predictor 
of participation. However, organization contact still has the strongest effect on political 
participation. If the total effects of the social control variables are summed together, the 
combined effect is .522 which exceeds the total effect of organization contact on political 
participation (direct effect of .446 and an indirect effect of .052 through perceptions of 
unjustness). 
In summary. Table 6.18 shows strong direct effects on political participation for the 
overall sample including relationship ignored by family/friends, assault, organization contact, 
identity, gay media, straight media, internal political efficacy, and perceptions of unjustness. 
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While most of the indirect effects are small, stronger ones include organization contact, 
education and identity. For females, strong direct effects on political participation include 
relationship ignored by family/friends, perceptions of homophobia, perceptions of unjustness, 
organization contact, and assault. The indirect effects are small but stronger ones for 
females include identity and organization contact. 
In conclusion, each stage of this analysis has identified variables that have important 
implications for political participation and the other dependent variables in the model. These 
variables are organization contact, identity, media exposure, discrimination, and perceptions 
of homophobia. The results differ depending upon whether the sample includes all 
respondents or is divided into subsamples by sex. When assault and other discrimination 
and/or homophobia items are added into the regression model for political participation, an 
important direct effect is found between the discrimination/homophobia items and political 
participation for the overall and female sample but not for gay men. A thorough discussion 
of all results will take place in Chapter 7. 
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CHAPTER 7: DISCUSSION 
Many of the variables used in this analysis to help understand political participation 
of gays and lesbians come from McAdam's (1982) political process model of insurgency. 
Concepts borrowed from this model include organization/community strength (measured by 
identity, straight media exposure, gay media exposure, organization contact), social control 
(measured by perceptions of homophobia, assault, fired from work, relationship ignored by 
family/friends), cognitive liberation (measured by perceptions of unjustness, internal political 
efficacy, external political efficacy: having a say in government and perceptions of 
government responsiveness to AIDS), and level of insurgency (measured by political 
participation). For more information please see Figure 4.1 on page 42 and Figure 4.2 on 
page 51. A general finding is that the concepts of the political process model are salient 
issues to consider in examining the political participation of homosexuals in the gay/lesbian 
movement. Discussion of the findings will begin with the key concepts of cognitive 
liberation/collective attributions and the level of insurgency/political participation, since these 
are the dependent variables in the model. 
Cognitive Liberation/Collective Attributions 
Recall that the intervening dependent variables of perceptions of unjustness, internal 
political efficacy, and external political efficacy measure what McAdam (1982) calls 
cognitive liberation. This was defined as a collective perception that the current situation 
is unfair and can be changed. The belief that the current situation can be changed was 
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further divided into two distinct perceptions: I can have an impact on the situation and the 
system is responsive to my needs. 
Although McAdam does not use the terms internal and external political efficacy, these 
concepts label the subdivisions in perceptions with internal efficacy referring to the belief 
that I can have an impact and external efficacy referring to perceptions of system 
responsiveness. 
It was hypothesized that higher levels of political participation occur when people 
believe the current situation is unfair, that they can make a difference (internal political 
efficacy) and that the system is responsive to their needs (external political efficacy). 
Discussing the cognitive liberation items begins with perceptions of unfairness. 
Perceptions of uniustness 
While the main focus is explaining political participation, the rest of the model cannot 
be ignored. Organization/community strength and social control are hypothesized to affect 
cognitive liberation. Specifically, experiencing higher levels of social control and greater 
organization/community strength was hypothesized to predict stronger perceptions that the 
current system is unfair. Variables measuring organization/community strength are identity, 
organization contact, and media (gay and straight) exposure. Social control is measured 
using perceptions of homophobia, experiencing assault, being fired from work, and having 
intimate gay/lesbian relationships ignored by friends and family. This discussion of 
perceptions of unjustness predictors will begin with the organization/community strength 
variables progressing to social control indicators. 
Group identification or identity is not a concept that McAdam uses in his political 
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process model, but it is used here as an indicator of organization/community strength. 
Facilitating group identity increases the potential membership base. Unlike blacks or 
women, gays and lesbians are not discernible based on their physical characteristics. Thus, 
identity development is an important social psychological event and likely to be a promoter 
of cognitive liberation. It is reasonable to infer that perceptions of unjustness are stronger 
for individuals who perceive they are directly affected. People identifying themselves as gay 
or lesbian are more likely to see themselves as affected by society's policy of intolerance 
towards gays and lesbians. 
The hypothesis for organization contact, suggests that persons who frequent gay 
organizations have stronger perceptions of unjustness. For men and the overall sample, these 
organizations include political, resource, and social clubs. For females, organization contact 
includes resource, political, and religious organizations. Among the many functions 
organizations serve, one is providing a context for interaction which promotes the 
development of what McAdam calls cognitive liberation, or the collective definition that the 
situation is unjust and can be changed. In reference to unjustness, gays and lesbians may 
hear speakers addressing pertinent topics such as discrimination in the work force or 
informally share stories with friends about others who have been victimized promoting these 
perceptions. This is also where media exposure is hypothesized to be important. If the 
media publicizes incidents of discrimination against homosexuals, then people are more likely 
to perceive the situation as unfair. 
Another reasonable assumption is that people are more likely to perceive the situation 
as unjust if they have experienced social control. It was predicted that persons experiencing 
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forms of homophobia and discrimination would have stronger perceptions of unjustness. The 
results here clearly support the importance of organization/community strength and the social 
control variables for predicting perceptions of unjustness. A brief summary will begin with 
the full models without control variables progressing to the reduced model. 
For the overall sample, three significant predictors of perceptions of unjustness are 
identity, organization contact, and relationships ignored by friends/family in the full model 
without control variables. Identity and the organization contact scale represent the 
organization/community strength concept and social control is measured by ignored by 
family/friends. 
The findings show that a person with a well developed gay/lesbian identity who 
frequents gay/lesbian organizations and is subjected to discrimination from close associates 
has a stronger perception of unjustness. While this analysis supports the importance of the 
community strength and social control variables, an important question is why these variables 
are more important variables than the other community strength and social control indicators. 
Social control is represented in this analysis by perceptions of homophobia, fired from 
work, the assault scale, and relationship ignored by friends/family. Out of all these 
variables, only the relationship item affects perceptions of unjustness. Additionally, some 
consider this a rather mild form of discrimination when compared to assault. However, it 
is possible that rejection by family/friends is more salient than the acts committed by 
strangers because we normally care about how our intimates view and treat us and are less 
likely to take rejection from strangers as seriously. 
An additional concern is the ineffectiveness of media exposure. It was hypothesized 
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that greater exposure to gay/lesbian media and stories about gays and lesbians in the straight 
media would trigger the cognitive liberation process by promoting stronger perceptions of 
unjustness. Perhaps the content of the media is not conducive to this process. For example, 
if news stories emphasize the progress made by gays and lesbians or focus on nonpolitical 
issues such as the influence of the gay/lesbian community on contemporary culture it is likely 
that media exposure will not effectively impact on perceptions of unjustness. 
Another possibility is that the media is not salient. A gay or lesbian who knows the situation 
is unfair is not as likely to be affected by the media because there is no new information. 
This is supported by Graber (1989) who posits that media impact is less when there is prior 
knowledge. 
As noted in the results chapter, none of the individual predictors was significant for 
lesbians and only one for gay males, relationship ignored by friends and family. Despite the 
lack of individual significant predictors for lesbians and gay males, more of the variance for 
perceptions of unjustness is explained in the male and female models than with the overall 
model. 
When control variables are added to the model, education is the only variable that is 
important for all three samples. The results show that persons with higher levels of 
education have stronger perceptions of unjustness. One function of a liberal education is to 
call attention to injustices perpetuated by society. Persons with a college education are 
more likely than those without one to have knowledge concerning causes of poverty, 
unemployment and other societal problems. Of course, not all college students are receptive 
to this information. But those in college are exposed to it more often than those not in 
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college. Education is also a significant predictor for perceptions of unjustness for men, but 
the other important predictor variable, relationship ignored by friends and family is no longer 
significant. 
Perhaps men are not as sensitive to the issues of relationship status as women. Upper 
educated men in particular may not be sensitive to the fact that their relationships are being 
ignored because this is a society where men are judged by status achievement rather than the 
existence or success of a relationship. 
Adding controls to the female model increases the amount of variance explained from 
18% to 24% with education becoming an important predictor. However, with the exception 
of education, none of the individual predictors were important for women. In the reduced 
model, organization contact continues to be an important predictor for lesbians and gay men 
and identity remains in the model although it is only significant at the .10 level. Education 
also remains strong for all three samples as a predictor of perceptions of unfairness. 
For the overall sample, relationship ignored, identity, organization contact, and 
education are significant predictors of perceptions of unjustness in the reduced model. The 
variable with the strongest effect on perceptions of unjustness is organization contact for the 
overall sample and education for the male and female samples. 
We may conclude that not only do gay/lesbian organizations promote cognitive 
liberation but so do mainstream organizations such as universities. Higher education then, 
is an important promoter of cognitive liberation. This will also be seen in the discussion of 
the next variable, internal political efficacy. 
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Internal political effiçagy 
The next dependent variable is internal political efficacy which is another component 
of cognitive liberation. Recall that this refers to the perception that I can make a difference. 
Variables hypothesized to predict internal political efficacy include perceptions of 
homophobia, discrimination (assault, fired from work, relationship ignored by friends and 
family), identity, media exposure, and organization contact. 
Significant predictor variables of internal political efficacy for the overall sample 
without controls include identity, organization contact scale, gay bars, and straight media. 
All of the significant predictor variables represent the community/organization strength 
concept in the model. 
The betas or standardized regression coefficients for identity are positive suggesting 
that persons with stronger gay/lesbian identity have stronger levels of internal political 
efficacy measured as believing that they as individuals can have on impact on the political 
process. 
Recall that for females, the identity scale is divided into two parts. Identity 1 refers 
to being out of the closet and not caring who knows about your sexual orientation. The 
positive beta for identity 1 suggests that lesbians who do not care who knows that they are 
lesbians and who rate themselves as being more out of the closet have higher levels of 
internal political efficacy. 
For the organization contact scale, the positive betas suggest persons having higher 
attendance have higher levels of internal political efficacy. Again, this is what one would 
predict given McAdam's theoretical model. Organization membership and participation may 
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enhance one's self-image increasing perceptions of personal competence or internal political 
efficacy. Organizations are arenas for shaping cognitions through interaction with others. 
Perceptions of unjustness are enhanced through sharing personal experiences or other 
organization activities. Internal political efficacy is enhanced through feeling competent or 
viewing other members as competent. Seeing what other individuals can accomplish 
motivates others to also become active. 
Gays and lesbians who participate in gay/lesbian organizations believe they can impact 
on the political process. Perhaps this is an inducement for organization participation. 
People normally will not participate unless they perceive some benefit. To the extent that 
organizations facilitate the development of internal efficacy, members will feel good or 
efficacious about themselves and continue participation. The same is not true for all 
gay/lesbian organizations. 
Gay bars is a separate organization contact variable not included as part of the 
organization scale. The beta is negative suggesting that higher gay bar attendance decreases 
levels of internal political efficacy. For males and the overall sample without control 
variables, the regression coefficient is significant suggesting that gay bars hinder rather than 
enhance cognitive liberation. For lesbians, gay bars do not have an effect. When control 
variables are added, gay bars cease to be a significant predictor of internal political efficacy 
for the overall sample. For the overall sample, attending gay bars is correlated with all three 
control variables. Those that are older, have a higher income, and more education tend to 
go to gay bars more frequently suggesting that these variables may mitigate the effects of gay 
bars on internal political efficacy for the overall sample. Discovering the effects of gay bars 
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on internal political efficacy may best be analyzed with research having a qualitative focus. 
However, we can speculate why gay bars does not have this effect for lesbians and why it 
does for gay males. 
The gay bar has traditionally been the center of the gay subculture for males. While 
lesbians go to gay bars and even patronize bars specifically designed for lesbian clientele, 
the lesbian community has focused more on 'counter institutions'. These include women's 
centers, coffeehouses, bookstores, dances, and other interconnected institutions (Aitman, 
1982). The effects are concentrated for gay males since they do not have as many 
alternative institutions that can mitigate this impact. Notice that the control variables which 
eliminate the influence of gay bars for the overall sample does not do so for gay males. 
Bars in general, tend to be apolitical promoting entertainment and a place to meet 
casual sexual partners. In discussing barriers of political activity specific to homosexuals, 
Schur (1980) notes that a preoccupation with sexual behavior by homosexuals imposed by 
straight society impedes the development of political activity. Certainly, the gay bar with 
its focus on entertainment and sexual behavior can be considered consistent with the finding 
that those with a higher frequency rate of gay bar attendance feel less politically efficacious. 
Another organization/community strength variable is straight media. As discussed in 
Chapter 5, straight media exposure was defined as reports on gay/lesbian issues for a target 
heterosexual audience. Examples of straight media might be talk shows or articles in 
mainstream newspapers and magazines. Straight media is also a significant predictor of 
internal political efficacy for females and the overall sample. Since the betas for both the 
overall and female samples were positive, this suggests that persons who read or watch 
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programs about gays or lesbians have greater levels of internal political efficacy. It is not 
known why the same relationship is not true for gay men. A possibility is that there may 
be content differences suggesting that what lesbians are exposed to somehow enhances their 
levels of political knowledge and thus their internal political efficacy while for gay men there 
is no effect. 
Since the questions did not assess the type of straight media, there is no way of testing 
this possibility. Distinguishing between various types of straight media (talk shows, articles 
in news magazines, newspapers etc.) may further illuminate the effects on collective 
attributions (efficacy and other perceptions). 
Another issue is the effect of education. When control variables are added to the 
equation with internal political efficacy as the dependent variable, education was only 
significant for the overall sample meaning that gays and lesbians with more education have 
higher levels of internal political efficacy. When dividing the sample into gays and lesbians, 
none of the control variables were statistically significant. The fact that education is not 
significant for the gay male and lesbian subsamples may be a function of sample size. 
Agresti and Finlay (1986) note that most hypotheses testing relies on the central limit 
theorem which requires a sufficient sample size. The central limit theorem suggests that all 
populations are normally distributed. Dividing the sample into gays and lesbians reduces the 
size affecting the central limit theorem assumption. Recall that one cause of skewness or 
lack of a normal distribution is small sample size. 
For the overall sample, adding control variables to the model eliminates the effects of 
gay bars and straight media. An examination of the correlation matrix reveals that straight 
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media exposure is correlated with income and gay bars with all three control variables. 
When income is eliminated in the reduced model, straight media reemerges as an important 
predictor of internal political efficacy. 
Other variables remaining in the reduced model include straight media (overall, 
female), identity (overall), gay bars (males), organization contact (overall, male, female) and 
education (overall). Again the analysis confirms the importance of the community strength 
concept on collective attributions. An additional finding is that mainstream institutions and 
experiences can also enhance the cognitive liberation process. While only significant for the 
overall sample, education enhances the development of internal political efficacy emphasizing 
that the formation of concepts believed to promote political activity does not have to take 
place in organizational settings designed for gays and lesbians. However, by far the 
strongest influence on internal political efficacy is gay/lesbian organization contact. 
External political efficacv 
The next concept is external political efficacy. Recall that for McAdam, cognitive 
liberation refers to believing that the situation is unjust and can change. For this analysis, 
believing that the situation can change was divided into two different types of efficacy, 
internal and external. External efficacy was defined as believing the system is becoming 
responsive to the needs of gays and lesbians. This perception was operationalized using both 
government responsiveness to AIDS and having a say in government. 
Government responsiveness to AIDS 
Variables hypothesized to predict government responsiveness to AIDS include AIDS 
salience, perceptions of homophobia, discrimination (assault, fired from work, and ignored 
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by family/friends), media exposure, and organization contact. Variables that are important 
include AIDS salience and the social control variables of perceptions of homophobia and 
assault. Recall that AIDS salience does not really fit under any of the political process 
model concepts but was added as an important variable to the model predicting political 
participation because some news accounts emphasize the AIDS issues as an important 
motivator for gays and lesbians (Salholz, 1990). 
Beginning with predicting government responsiveness to AIDS, AIDS salience 
(overall, male, female), perceptions of homophobia (overall), and the assault scale (overall, 
male) were important predictors. For the AIDS salience variable, interpreting the negative 
beta suggests that for all three samples, the more salient the AIDS issue is to gays and 
lesbians the less responsive they see government on the AIDS issue. 
For the assault scale, this too was a negative beta suggesting that those experiencing 
higher levels of actual or attempted physical/sexual abuse perceive the government as being 
less responsive on the AIDS issue. The social science literature does not suggest why assault 
is more important for males in predicting external political efficacy. But news reports 
suggest that perceptions of gay men as AIDS carriers has inflicted a backlash on gay men. 
An incident reported by Shilts (1987) in And The Band Played On and more recent news 
reports in the Des Moines Register on gay bashings suggest a link between assaulters' 
motives and the AIDS issue (Alex, 1992). Perhaps victims realize this link believing that 
a government that would do more to educate people about AIDS could reduce the instances 
of AIDS related assaults. The data did not contain variables asking about motivations for 
assault so this cannot be directly tested. 
202 
As for lesbians, physical and sexual assault may be considered part of being female 
in American society. Therefore, lesbians interpret the physical/sexual violence or threat of 
it differently than men and do not perceive a link to government responsiveness. Gay men 
experience assault more often than lesbians as evidenced by the means in the descriptive 
statistics table in Chapter S (3.94 for gay men and 3.67 for lesbians). Although the 
difference in means is not statistically significant, the higher frequency suggests that assault 
may be more common for gay men. 
Interpreting the beta for perceptions of homophobia suggests that the more 
homophobic gays and lesbians perceive society, the less responsive they see government on 
the AIDS issue. In other words, if the government was less homophobic and more 
supportive of the gay lifestyle, it would be doing more about the AIDS crisis. This 
relationship fits given the information suggesting that homophobia affects societal attitudes 
towards AIDS with more homophobic individuals being less receptive to information on 
AIDS (Stipp and Kerr, 1989). We might speculate that a homophobic government is 
comprised of homophobic government officials who are not concerned about AIDS because 
it is perceived as a gay disease. Research on actual government responsiveness to AIDS 
suggests that homophobia is the reason the government did not act more quickly (Shilts, 
1987). Gays and lesbians possibly blame government because it has the resources and the 
power to set an agenda that would do something about the AIDS crisis and the treatment of 
gays and lesbians in general. In fact, some suggest that the creation of advocacy groups like 
ACT-UP reflect anger at the government for its lack of response to the AIDS issue (Baker, 
1991; Salholz, 1990). 
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This analysis suggests that gays and lesbians may perceive the government as being 
less responsive due to the influence of gay media. For both the overall and female sample, 
in the reduced model gay media exposure emerges as a significant predictor of perceptions 
regarding government responsiveness to AIDS. Interpreting the negative beta suggests that 
persons with greater gay media exposure are less likely to perceive the government as 
responsive on the AIDS issue. Of interest, is that there is no effect between gay media 
exposure and the dependent variable for men. A Chi square analysis reveals significant 
differences between males and females regarding the type of gay media exposure. For 
example, gay men are more likely to read gay pornography. Like gay bars, pornography 
is apolitical focusing on entertainment issues. To the extent that lesbians are exposed to 
different media, there may be a greater likelihood that the literature they are exposed to 
focuses on political issues emphasizing the lack of government responsibility concerning the 
AIDS crisis. In fact, the Chi-square analysis also reveals that women are more likely to read 
social organization newsletters than men. However, men report more exposure to 
gay/lesbian newspapers than women. 
While gay media exposure is the vehicle shaping perceptions of government 
responsiveness to AIDS for the overall sample and lesbians, organization contact emerges 
as an important influence in the reduced model for gay men. AIDS is an important issue for 
formal gay/lesbian organizations. In fact, ACT-UP was founded to protest the lack of 
government involvement on the AIDS issue. It is not surprising that men who frequent gay 
organizations shaping their perceptions believe the government is less responsive on the 
AIDS issue. Reasons why organization contact is not important for females is possibly 
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two-fold. 
First, the emphasis here is on formal organizations. Recall that many of the types of 
organizations lesbians may frequent (women's centers and feminist bookstores) were not 
assessed in the questionnaire. Organizations that were examined included religious, resource 
organizations, political organizations, social clubs, and gay/lesbian bars. An additional 
factor is the importance of informal organizations which were also not assessed. Friendship 
networks and other patterns of interaction may too affect perceptions. Women are known 
to have more extensive friendship networks than men. If these also had been assessed an 
organization variable might have emerged in the analysis as a significant predictor of 
perceptions of government responsiveness to AIDS. 
This leaves the question why formal organizations are more important to men than 
women. Recall that ACT-UP was founded as a gay rights advocacy organization focusing 
on AIDS. Queer Nation is an alternative group comprised of members who grew tired of 
the focus on AIDS. Of interest is the fact that between one fourth and one third of the 
membership of Queer Nation is lesbians in urban cities. Many lesbians are also forming 
their own movement (Turque, 1991). In other words, lesbians may avoid formal gay/lesbian 
organizations that shape perceptions on government responsiveness to AIDS because of their 
focus on AIDS ignoring issues more salient to lesbians. In fact, many lesbians are pushing 
a pro-choice agenda in Queer Nation potentially factionalizing the group (Baker, 1991). 
When adding control variables to the model, for the overall sample, only age is 
statistically significant suggesting that older age predicts a perception of the government as 
being less responsive on the AIDS issue. It is possible that older individuals having more 
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life experiences are more realistic and less idealistic on the role of government. In a sense, 
these individuals may be more cynical. However, the past literature on the relationship 
between age and political distrust or cynicism reveals conflicting findings (Milbrath and 
Goel, 1977). None of the control variables were important for the male and female 
subsamples. Most variables that were important before the addition of control variables 
remain statistically significant; the exception is the female subsample where none of the 
variables approach significance. 
For the reduced model important variables include gay media exposure (overall, 
female), AIDS salience (overall, male, female), assault (overall, male), organization contact 
(male), and age (overall). R square values are good explaining 13% of the variance for the 
overall and female samples and 14% for the male sample. 
Although the social control and organization/community strength variables are 
important predictors of government responsiveness to AIDS, the variable with the strongest 
influence is AIDS salience. Since both AIDS salience and perceptions of government 
responsiveness to AIDS focuses on the AIDS issue itself, it is not surprising that there is a 
relatively strong relationship between the two. 
Having a sav in government 
The last indicator of external political efficacy is having a say in government. The 
same variables that were hypothesized to be important for perceptions of government 
responsiveness to AIDS are also hypothesized to predict having a say in government. 
Variables that were important represent organization/community strength and social control 
concepts. For the overall sample, none of the independent variables were statistically 
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significant although two approached significance: relationship ignored by family/friends and 
organization contact. For the male subsample, the following variables are important: straight 
media exposure; relationship ignored by family/friends; and the organization contact scale. 
Greater straight media exposure is associated with believing one has a greater say in 
government. The beta for ignored by family/friends is negative suggesting that persons 
having their relationships ignored by their family/friends are less likely to believe they have 
a say in government. In other words, government is not responsive to their needs. For 
lesbians, none of the individual predictors were significant. 
The beta for the organization contact scale is positive meaning that gay males who 
frequent (political, resource, or social) organizations are more likely to believe they have a 
say in government. Formal organizations need to induce participation by convincing 
members that there are benefits to organizational affiliations. Perhaps this is accomplished 
by stressing that organizations gives them a voice improving feelings of internal efficacy. 
People who join and participate in organizations may feel their sense of competence 
enhanced, including the idea that they have a say in government. 
Organization contact has no effect for women. It is not clear whether this is due to 
not tapping more female oriented organizations or whether gay organizations in general tend 
to be concerned with the issues and concerns of men, thus focusing their lobbying efforts 
more on gay male concerns. If this is the case, lesbians will not feel they have a voice 
through organization contact. 
Straight media also is an important predictor for gay men. Those who read and watch 
straight media more frequently believe they have a say in government. Again, there may 
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be some important differences between males and females regarding the type of straight 
media exposure. Since the data did not distinguish between different types of straight media, 
there is no way to test this assumption. We might speculate that gay men read or watch 
news stories about the political system more often than lesbians explaining this difference. 
The relationship between straight media and perceptions of government responsiveness on 
the AIDS issue suggests that the straight media is much more likely than the gay media to 
convey the image that the government is responsive to gay/lesbian issues. Given the 
relationship between external efficacy indicators and political participation, this has some 
important implications for the gay/lesbian rights movement. 
Finally, social control is also an important concept for gay men with those having their 
relationships ignored by friends/family more likely to believe that they do not have a say in 
government. It is not known why the same does not hold true for lesbians. Like the 
responsiveness to AIDS issue, perhaps they are less likely to make a connection between 
events in their personal lives and the government. In other words, when they experience 
discrimination they are less likely to blame the government. 
When control variables are added to the model, only education is significant for males 
and the overall sample meaning that persons with higher levels of education are more likely 
to believe they have a say in government. Education is traditionally thought to be a form 
of empowerment. Educated individuals have a better grasp of the issues and how the system 
works. More importantly, their opinions may be more respected by government officials. 
Recognizing that, educated individuals may perceive they have more say in government. 
However, this does not hold true for women. Women in general may not perceive 
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that their issues or concerns really matter. In a society with only one female U.S. Supreme 
Court justice, little U.S. Senate, House of Representatives, or Cabinet representation, and 
few heads of major corporations, it is no wonder women do not believe their voices are 
heard. In the case of lesbians, she has a double stigma or what Nielson (1990) calls multiple 
jeopardies. A government that will not listen to women, will certainly not consider the 
concerns of lesbians. 
Other issues must also be considered regarding the effect of the control variables. For 
the overall sample, relationship ignored by family/friends emerges as an important variable. 
For males, they are no changes except that education becomes an important predictor. The 
same variables that were significant before introducing control variables remain significant 
except for the elimination of straight media as a predictor of having a say in government. 
A significant correlation exists between straight media exposure and education for males 
which could explain the elimination of straight media. In other words, men with higher 
educational levels are exposed to greater levels of straight media. 
For females neither the control variables nor the other predictor variables were 
significant. A comparison of R square values across samples suggests that this equation does 
not work well for females. Future research should focus on finding variables that are more 
salient to explaining lesbian's formation of collective attributions. Possibilities are focusing 
more on informal friendship networks rather than a strict focus on formal organizations and 
asking about more traditional lesbian organizations such as bookstores. 
Again, to the extent that gay/lesbian organizations focus on issues less salient to 
women, organization contact may not have an effect on perceptions of having a say in 
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government for women. In other words, the collective voice that induces men to participate 
in organizations causing them to perceive that they have a voice will not work for women 
if the issues salient to lesbians are not considered part of the organization agenda. However, 
this may also be partially true for gay men since the organization contact variable is no 
longer significant though it remains in the reduced model. 
In summary, variables that have the strongest effect on perceptions of having a say in 
government are education followed by relationship ignored by family/friends for males and 
the overall sample. The next section discusses the effects of various exogenous and 
intervening variables on political participation. 
Political Participation 
Political participation is the fmal dependent variable in the model representing 
McAdam's concept of insurgency. The impact of the organization/community strength, 
social control and the collective attribution variables will be assessed in this section. 
Recall that the hypotheses predicted significant paths between the organization/community 
strength, collective attribution or cognitive liberation and political participation. The results 
demonstrate that the following variables were important: identity (overall, male, female); gay 
media exposure (overall, male); straight media exposure (overall, male); organization contact 
(overall, male, female); perceptions of unjustness (overall, male, female); internal political 
efficacy (overall, male); and external political efficacy (overall). 
For the overall sample, all of the concepts are represented by statistically significant 
variables. In fact, the only variables not significant were gay bars and religious 
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organizations. While we have already discussed why gay bars may not facilitate the 
formation of cognitive liberation the same argument is applicable to political participation. 
Gay bars are apolitical, orientated toward entertainment and finding casual sexual partners. 
The insignificance of religious organizations for the overall sample and gay males is 
more puzzling. Traditionally, religious organizations have functioned as insurgency 
organizations. McAdam cites the important role of southern black churches in the black 
civil rights movement. However for homosexuals, religion has been associated with the 
oppression of gays and lesbians. People opposing the civil rights of gays and lesbians quote 
Bible verses as justification. While that is slowly changing with some churches welcoming 
homosexuals and others reexamining their position on homosexuality, perhaps too few 
homosexuals participate in religious organizations preventing an assessment of their potential 
as predictors of political participation. For lesbians, religious organizations is one of the 
variables comprising the organization contact scale. Lesbians that attend religious 
organizations also are more likely to be out. This is supported with a significant correlation 
between self ratings of being out and religious organization attendance (r=.18). There is 
no significant correlation between ratings of being out and religious organization contact for 
either the overall sample and gay males. Gay males and other lesbians who attend religious 
organizations may well be doing so for reasons other than political support. 
When comparing males and females to the overall model, some important differences 
occur. For example, external political efficacy is not important for gay males or lesbians. 
In fact, the direction of the relationship is opposite what was predicted for both external 
efficacy indicators. Recall that higher levels of political activity were predicted by higher 
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levels of external political efficacy or perceptions that the government is responsive to your 
needs. A negative relationship between external political efficacy and political participation 
does not seem difficult to explain in retrospect. There is no perceived need to participate 
if people perceive their government is receptive. Contrary to other literature, Conway 
(1985) argues that higher levels of external political efficacy are related to lower political 
participation. Additionally, a combination of high internal political efficacy and low external 
political efficacy is predictive of both conventional and nonconventional political participation 
(Pollock, 1983). 
The main differences between the male, female, and overall samples is predictors of 
political participation for females. The only variables that were significant include identity 
2, organization contact, and perceptions of unjustness. While gay and straight media 
exposure were important for men, they were not for women. Neither does the analysis show 
that gay or straight media exposure indirectly affects political participation for women. 
While there is no direct or indirect effect for lesbians, for gay men exposure to straight 
media has the opposite effect predicted. It was hypothesized that straight media exposure 
increases political participation. For men there is a direct negative effect. One possible 
explanation of this relationship is provided by straight media's indirect effect on political 
participation through having a say in government. Although not significant below the .05 
level, for men straight media enhances feelings of external political efficacy which in turn 
reduces political participation. To the extent that straight media emphasizes the progress of 
gays and lesbians and portrays the system as responsive, others may no longer perceive a 
need to participate. However, the effects of straight media are not entirely negative. For 
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the overall sample, straight media has a small positive indirect effect on political 
participation through internal political efficacy. To the extent that straight media emphasizes 
the successes of gays and lesbians, it may reinforce feelings of internal political efficacy or 
believing that individuals can make a difference. 
The second major difference between the female and the other samples is the 
insignificance of the cognitive liberation variables excepting perceptions of unjustness. In 
fact, the models for men and the overall sample are more complex with many of the 
exogenous variables such as organization contact, media exposure, and identity having both 
direct effects and indirect effects on political participation through the intervening variables. 
This is because the collective attribution variables are not as important for women as 
they are for men. In fact, the model for women is quite simple, explaining 47% of the 
variance in political participation using only organization contact, identity (ident 2), and 
perceptions of unfairness as predictor variables. Therefore, we might conclude that the set 
of concepts McAdam proposes in his political process model of social movements are not 
as important for women. We can explain almost as much variance using a more 
parsimonious model. 
In other words, lesbians do not have to believe that the system can be changed, only 
that it is unjust in order to be politically active. Many lesbians may be involved not only 
in the struggle for gay/lesbian rights, but for equality of women as well. The defeat of the 
ERA and the lack of focus on women's issues may be very discouraging for lesbians 
resulting in a belief that it is very difficult to change the current system. Yet lesbians 
continue to struggle suggesting that perceptions of unjustness is a more salient issue than 
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efficacy. Since collective attributions related to efficacy are not important, these intervening 
dependent variables ^e eliminated creating a less complicated model. Adding control 
variables to the model does not change the results for lesbians and the overall sample but 
does for gay men. The perceptions of unjustness variable becomes insignificant. An 
examination of the correlation matrix shows a significant correlation between perceptions of 
unjustness and the education control variable meaning that men with higher education are 
more likely to perceive the situation as unfair. This may explain why perceptions of 
unjustness drops out of the analysis. In fact, in the reduced model when the control 
variables are eliminated, perceptions of unjustness reemerges as a significant variable. None 
of the control variables were significant for either the overall, male, and female samples. 
Finally, the AIDS salience variable should be mentioned. While not really fitting well 
into McAdam's framework, it was included because the media suggested that "gay rage" 
(Salholz, 1990:22) sparking the movement in the 1980s was over government 
nonresponsiveness to the AIDS issue. It was also included because it was hypothesized to 
be a good predictor of one external efficacy measure, government responsiveness to the 
AIDS issue. While AIDS salience is a significant predictor of this external efficacy variable, 
its direct influence is confined to this variable. Many of the other predictor variables in the 
model such as organization contact and identity have direct and indirect effects on political 
participation suggesting that the media has overstated the importance of AIDS. Another 
possibility is that AIDS was an important factor sparking the movement in the 1980s but that 
other issues have since become more salient. 
The purpose of this analysis has been to explain the variability in political 
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participation. The results show that the reduced model fits the data quite well given the 
number of significant predictor variables and the large R square values for all three sample 
types (47% overall, 52% male, and 47% female). For the reduced model, variables 
remaining in the regression equation include organization contact (overall, male, female), 
identity (overall, male, female), gay media (overall, male), straight media (overall, male), 
perceptions of unjustness (overall, male, female), internal political efficacy (overall, male), 
government responsiveness to AIDS (overall), and having a say in government (overall, 
male). 
In fact, there is not any significant difference between the complete model without 
controls and the reduced model since the same variables are significant. Out of the variables 
proposed by the literature and McAdam's political process model, the organization 
community strength variables represented by organization contact and identity are the most 
important variables with the collective attribution or cognitive liberation variables playing 
a less significant role. 
While the collective attribution concepts are not as important for women, the next and 
last path model discussed in the results section suggests that another of McAdam's concepts, 
social control, is important for women. 
Alternative Reduced Model 
Recall that an examination of the correlation matrix suggests that social control 
variables such as perceptions of homophobia and discrimination variables are highly 
correlated with political participation. While the literature did not suggest a direct effect 
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between perceiving homophobia or experiencing it through discrimination and political 
participation, it seems logical that such a relationship might exist. The only guidance the 
literature suggests is that social control is a barrier to social movements. This is suggested 
by Bullert (1987) who argues that containing the gay rights movement means encouraging 
gays and lesbians to stay in the closet. Anecdotal evidence suggests that some assaults on 
gays and lesbians are motivated by the goal of keeping homosexuals in the closet (Alex, 
1992). The logic here is that discrimination, gay bashing and other anti-gay activities 
intimidate gays and lesbians keeping them in the closet and thus, politically inactive. The 
results of the alternative reduced model suggest that this assumption may be incorrect. An 
explanation can be found in McAdam. 
McAdam (1982) discusses how social control can be used by the elites to contain a 
movement. However he argues that two propositions govern the use of social control, the 
weaker the movement the more likely it will encounter oppression and the greater the 
perceived threat to the elite, the greater likelihood of oppression. However he argues that 
social control must be used carefully lest the insurgents have the resources to respond. If 
elites come down too hard on insurgents they may gain the sympathy and the support of 
others converting previously uninterested parties into a movement resource. 
The alternative reduced models included the same variables that were entered for the 
reduced models except for the addition of direct paths between the homophobia, 
discrimination items, and political participation. The results show that for the overall 
sample, including discrimination variables renders the direct paths between the external 
efficacy items and political participation insignificant. Recall that some of these items are 
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significant predictors of external efficacy initially suggesting that there was an indirect effect 
between homophobia/discrimination and political participation through external political 
efficacy. The results of the reduced models support this for both the overall and male 
models. 
Putting a path between perceptions of homophobia, discrimination items (assault, fired 
from work, and relationship ignored by family/friends), and political participation eliminates 
the direct effect between participation and external political efficacy and the indirect effect 
between homophobia, discrimination items and political participation through external 
efficacy for the overall sample. 
For lesbians, entering perceptions of homophobia and discrimination items into the 
reduced model results in identity being eliminated from the model as an important predictor. 
Identity may have dropped out of the model because of significant correlations it has with 
two of the social control variables, assault and relationship ignored by family and friends 
suggesting that discrimination may promote the formation of a lesbian identity. 
For gay males, none of the homophobia or discrimination items were signifîcant and 
were eliminated as variables directly affecting political participation. It is important to 
remember that discrimination variables still have a positive indirect effect through the 
cognitive liberation variables, specifically through a significant relationship between 
relationship ignored by family/friends and having a say in government. Relationship ignored 
also has a small indirect effect through perceptions of unjustness and homophobia through 
having a say in government although these latter path coefficients were not significant. 
For the overall sample, the reduced model has a significant path between assault and 
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perceptions of government responsiveness to AIDS. Additionally, the perceptions of 
government responsiveness to AIDS has a significant direct effect on political participation. 
Assault then, has an indirect effect on political participation through external political 
efficacy. 
The difference in R square values is important. While these models explain a great 
deal of variance before the addition of social control items, for women the R square value 
increases from 47% to 53% in the reduced model. However, the R square for females is 
the greatest when using the full model with control variables. For the overall sample, adding 
direct paths from social control variables to political participation increases the R square 
value from 47% to 49%. The major increase is for lesbians resulting in a simpler model 
when compared to the overall and male samples explaining more of the variance. This will 
be discussed in the next section. 
The main difference between lesbians, gay men, and the overall sample is that social 
control has a direct impact on political participation for lesbians and an indirect effect on gay 
men and the overall sample types through collective attributions. For lesbians, the 
intervening dependent variables are just not as important excepting perceptions of unjustness. 
Even for perceptions of unjustness the predictor variables are not social control indicators 
but organization/community strength indicators. Assault, perceptions of homophobia and 
relationship ignored by family/friends directly rather than indirectly affect political 
participation. 
Social control variables are promoters of political participation rather than barriers of 
it. Perhaps lesbians realize that discrimination will not stop unless the system changes 
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inducing their political participation. Although the mean discrimination scores reported in 
Chapter S reveal no significant differences between lesbians and gay men, lesbians may 
interpret discrimination differently because they experience it both as women and as lesbians. 
Perhaps for lesbians the personal becomes political. Informally sharing personal experiences 
of discrimination creates a shared interpretation that these experiences are not a personal 
problem but a public concern inducing political activity. Victimization for gay men may 
threaten masculinity and thus is interpreted differently. Therefore, discrimination is not as 
influential on political participation for gay men excepting its indirect impact through 
collective attributions. 
In summary, the model suggests that for the overall sample and lesbians, the 
awareness of discrimination and homophobia directly motivate people to become politically 
active. For gay men discrimination promotes political participation through the formation 
of external political efficacy and perceptions of unjustness. 
Although the positive betas for the overall sample and lesbians suggest that high levels 
of discrimination and perceived high levels of homophobia predict greater political 
participation, there is an issue of time order here. In other words, does experiencing 
discrimination and perceiving homophobia lead to greater levels of political participation as 
suggested in the model, or do people experience homophobia and discrimination because they 
have become politically active and are targeted by anti-gay rights activists? The way the 
model is ordered suggests that the former is the case but statistical tests do not confirm 
whether or not the causal order is correct because path models do not prove causality. 
The causal order in path models is based on theory and the literature review. The 
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position of the variables in the path analysis is justified for several reasons. First, it is likely 
that persons are aware of homophobia in society long before they choose to be politically 
active. Children grow up hearing jokes about gays and lesbians and conform to expected 
gender-roles to avoid being labeled homosexual. 
Secondly, you do not have to be a politically active gay/lesbian to be targeted for 
discrimination. Suspected homosexuality that may or may not be founded can result in 
experiencing discrimination. Circumstances such as two same-sex adults renting a one 
bedroom apartment, having stereotypical homosexual traits, or simply not being married can 
all target people for discrimination. 
Based on the findings of this analysis, increasing hate crimes and other types of 
discrimination against gays and lesbians only serves to mobilize homosexuals into a 
politically active population. This occurs both for gay men and lesbians, only differing by 
the actual process involved. 
Keep in mind that homophobia, assault, and other forms of discrimination are not 
considered unimportant for males just because there is no direct effect on political activity. 
It has already been established that social control indirectly affects political participation 
through the formation of collective attributions. 
While the processes work differently, perhaps gays and lesbians believe that the price 
of enduring intimidation is continual repression while the rewards of speaking out publicly 
against discrimination is the only hope of liberation. Despite the addition of social control 
variables, organization contact remains the variable with the strongest impact on political 
participation for the overall, male, and female samples. 
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In summary, for the overall sample concepts from McAdam's political process model 
are salient in our consideration of the gay/lesbian liberation movement. Variables that are 
important to consider include identity, media exposure, homophobia, discrimination, 
perceptions of unfairness, internal political efficacy, and external political efficacy. These 
variables represent the concepts of organization/community strength, social control, and 
collective attributions or cognitive liberation. While gender differences exist between the 
two models regarding the importance of some of the individual variables, significant 
similarities also exist especially given the importance of variables such as identity and 
organization contact. 
The results suggest that many of the same variables expected to be important in the 
analysis of other social movements are important here. The amount of variance in political 
participation explained by the model is excellent given the lack of work on political 
participation of gays and lesbians. The next phase of this analysis involves discussing policy 
implications and concerns accompanying system changes resulting from a successful 
gay/lesbian rights movement. These issues will be discussed in the next chapter. 
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CHAPTER 8. POLICY IMPLICATIONS 
The purpose of this chapter is to discuss in more detail the ramifications of a 
successful gay/lesbian rights movement as it affects public policy. This chapter will: (1) 
examine the importance gays and lesbians place on potential policy goals affecting them; (2) 
define public policy; (3) delineate possible policy outcomes; (4) discuss potential 
ramifications of implementing these possible policy changes; and (5) assess the potential 
courses of action needed to implement policy goals. 
Salience of Policy Changes for Gays and Lesbians 
This information on policy goals comes from the same data set used to assess political 
participation. Within the survey respondents were asked to rank on a scale of 1 being the 
most important concern and S the lowest priority, the importance of various policy goals. 
Table 8.1 lists policy objectives in rank order as determined by mean scores on questions. 
Means are also reported by males and females with T-test scores assessing whether or not 
significant differences exist. 
Examining Table 8.1 reveals that gay men rank the discrimination issue first, AIDS 
research second, changing definitions of the family third, programs for gay youth fourth, and 
allowing adoption by gay couples fifth. The only exception to this pattern was lesbians who 
ranked changing definitions of the family second and AIDS research third. This deviation 
is understandable given the salience women place on family and the perception that AIDS 
is more of a gay male concern. Overall, these rankings suggest that gays and lesbians 
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Table 8.1. Ranking of policy goals by lesbians and gay men with 1 indicating 
most important and S least important 
Policy Goal 
Mean 
Males Females 
T-Value 
Changing definitions of family 
to include gays and lesbians 2.26 1.94 2.41» 
Allowing adoption of children 
by gay/lesbian couples 3.28 3.20 .47 
More funds for AIDS research 1.82 2.20 -2.95** 
More programs for gay youth 2.45 2.78 -2.03* 
Laws protecting gays and lesbians 
from discrimination 1.70 
N=168 
1.68 
N=127 
.19 
* Significant at the .05 level. 
*• Significant at the .01 level. 
assign approximately the same importance to the policy goals they were questioned about. 
However, we cannot assume that gender is not important in shaping priorities. T-Test 
scores reveal that on three of the items significant differences in means exist between men 
and women including: changing definitions of the family, more money devoted to AIDS 
research, and programs for gay/lesbian youth. As indicated by the smaller mean, females 
gave a higher ranking to changing definitions of the family. Higher means indicated that 
females gave lower rankings to AIDS research funding and programs for gay/lesbian youth. 
These differences were significant at the .OS level for programs for gay youth and at the .01 
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level for AIDS research and changing definitions of the family. A two-tailed test of 
significance was used since this policy analysis is exploratory. 
One limitation of the findings is that many respondents commented that they could not 
rank order the areas because all were important. Therefore, they assigned all policy goals 
the value of 1. When responses were coded, 1 was also assigned to all policy objectives. 
This happened in a total of 27 cases. It is possible to infer that the results might have been 
different if all the respondents had rank ordered their responses. 
Other information concerning policy goals comes from the analysis of political 
participation. Gays and lesbians believe the AIDS issue is important with stronger feelings 
of AIDS salience predictive of lower perceptions of external political efficacy or believing 
that the government is responsive to their needs. The analysis also shows that gays and 
lesbians believe that society is homophobic and that the current treatment of gays and 
lesbians is unfair. In fact, all three of these variables were highly skewed towards the upper 
end of the continuum reflecting that gays and lesbians feel strongly about these issues. 
It was suggested in the descriptive statistics section of this analysis that the high 
skewness may be an accurate reflection of gay/lesbian population attitudes. These findings 
have policy implications because it suggests that policy goals should make AIDS a more 
important issue, reduce the level of homophobia in society, and create a system that treats 
gays and lesbians fairly. Perceptions of current public policy issues are also important 
because of the variance explained in political participation using issue perceptions 
(perceptions of unjustness and AIDS salience) as predictor variables. Before discussing 
possible strategies gays and lesbians should use, first a discussion of policy and the 
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ineffective strategies used to change policy. 
Defining Public Policy 
Public policy is a broad category inclusive of subcategories such as social policy which 
is defined as principles and procedures guiding any measure or course of action dealing with 
individuals (Zimmerman, 1979). Explicit policy can be specific statutes, executive orders, 
judicial decisions, and the internal rules and regulations of agencies. 
The individuals affected by changes in policy brought about by the gay/lesbian rights 
movement are not just gays and lesbians, but the entire population. To illustrate this, 
summarizing movement goals or desired policy changes is warranted. 
Policy Goals of the Gay/Lesbian Liberation Movement 
As summarized from Chapter 2, major goals include: (1) establishing homosexuality 
as a deprived minority entitled to civil rights protection; (2) legal recognition of long-term 
homosexual relationships; and (3) repealing same-sex sodomy laws. Sub-goals include 
anti-discrimination laws pertaining to housing and employment and including homosexuality 
as a category in hate-crimes legislation. While other goals might also exist, these are the 
major areas considered important. 
Identifying Policy Outcomes and Potential Impacts 
Possible impacts on gays/lesbians and the general population may be viewed as 
positive or negative depending upon the ideological perspective taken. This next section will 
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discuss policies, the potential impact, and evaluate the consequences of those impacts. This 
approach, is an adaptation of Ory and Leik's (1978) family impact analysis. Although the 
scope here is broader than family, for any type of policy assessment, two important steps are 
identifying and evaluating the desirability of possible impacts. 
The first goal, establishing homosexuality as a protected category under civil rights 
statutes obviously affects gays and lesbians but also affects the majority population. If laws 
were passed prohibiting discrimination on the basis of sexual orientation, landlords, 
employers, the legal system, public workers and others would be forced to treat gays and 
lesbians in the same manner that they treat heterosexuals. Landlords who refuse to rent or 
employers who refuse to hire on the basis of sexual orientation face potential lawsuits filed 
by the aggrieved party. 
Gays and lesbians would have legal recourse, forcing others to deal fairly with a 
population that many find abhorrent. Landlords argue they should not have to rent to people 
who engage in a lifestyle they find immoral and employers argue they should be able to 
control how employees reflect on their business by hiring and firing at will. The assumption 
is that gays and lesbians will reflect poorly on business establishments. 
A counter argument is that laws often force people to violate their personal beliefs 
because it supports the common good. Being forced to pay taxes to fund controversial 
programs is tolerated because it supports public welfare or what is perceived to be good for 
overall society. More important than the spending issue itself is the need to prevent anarchy 
by forcing others to comply with policy decisions. A society cannot allow its individual 
members to selectively decide which programs will be supported and which ones will not. 
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Refusing to pay taxes because we object to certain expenditures is not a valid reason because 
subsequent reductions in the amount of revenue collected is not in the public's best interest. 
Protesters must work within the system to change policy goals. Often policy decisions come 
down to determining between the rights of an individual and the needs of collective society. 
In this case the right of individuals to discriminate against homosexuals against what is best 
for society. A specific example of this is illustrated below. 
According to a recent Des Moines Register editorial, the Iowa Association of Business 
and Industry (1992:2C) is fighting a gay/lesbian rights bill because it will "place new and 
additional burdens on the Iowa Civil Rights Commission . . . Current state and federal laws 
on 'civil rights' increase the costs of doing business because of the need to handle 
complaints. " Although this statement may be true, the editorial argues that these costs are 
passed on to consumers and is a price we must endure to insure equal treatment for all 
citizens. In other words, increased economic costs associated with insuring the civil rights 
of gays and lesbians are in the best interests of society. This example shows that persons 
affected by civil rights laws or other policies are not just the group targeted for protection 
and that not all impacts are considered positive. 
Eliminating discrimination and increasing business costs are all possible effects of 
anti-discrimination policies. Another possible impact is that sexual orientation may become 
a new affirmative action category. While the pros and cons of affirmative action will not 
be debated here, it is conceivable that hiring quotas for homosexuals, if implemented as part 
of an affirmative action policy, may create an anti-gay as well as anti-affirmative action 
backlash because people will argue that policy is not protecting a race or gender category 
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but a behavior. 
The second goal, legalizing long-term gay/lesbian relationships also affects 
heterosexuals because it requires redefining marriage and family. In western society, 
marriage is currently construed as a legalized intimate relationship formed between two 
people of the opposite sex which has a sense of permanence. At least when people initially 
marry, it is construed as a long-term commitment. Allowing gays and lesbians to marry or 
become domestic partners would redefine relationships extending family policy provisions 
to these households. Divorce, child custody, survivor benefits, medical/dental coverage and 
other spousal benefits would have to be extended to gay/lesbian couples. While benefîcial 
to the couples and their families, this might also negatively impact businesses by raising costs 
and possibly overwhelm social service agencies which cannot yet meet the demands from 
heterosexual families. 
A possible benefit of legalizing gay/lesbian relationships for heterosexuals involves 
extending equality to all heterosexual couples. Cohabitating heterosexual couples, 
single-mothers, and single-fathers might also receive more social acceptance. Therefore, we 
may argue that liberating gays and lesbians would also liberate other individuals. Ultimately, 
those with the most to lose by these changes are those who are privileged in American 
society, heterosexual married couples. Those with the most to gain are those that do not 
meet society's definition of the ideal family or relationship which includes a high percentage 
of the population. 
While some very powerful economic arguments can be made against extending tax 
privileges, spousal exemptions and spouse health coverage to gay/lesbian couples, we must 
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recognize that gays and lesbians as well as unmarried adults are contributing to a system that 
rewards heterosexual couples while preventing others from reaping these benefits when they 
participate in long-term relationships not yet recognized by society. Some of these same 
arguments also apply to the other policy goals to be discussed in subsequent sections. 
Repealing sodomy laws benefits gay/lesbian couples by removing them as a target 
from prosecution but also benefits heterosexual couples who could potentially be arrested for 
violating sodomy sex statutes that are not specific to homosexuality. However, homosexuals 
are at a greater risk for arrest and prosecution for violating sex statutes than heterosexuals 
(Harvard Law Review Association, 1990). Opponents argue eliminating sodomy statutes 
would legalize child molestation. This argument is false because healthy homosexuals and 
heterosexuals prefer adult partners. Moreover, statistics demonstrate that the most common 
victim of child sexual abuse is a female and the most common perpetrator is a male 
(Pagelow, 1984). However, equating homosexuality with child molestation is an effective 
strategy of the New Right (Rubin, 1978) which increases hysteria blocking attempts at 
providing civil rights to homosexuals. Other policies that could also be used as examples 
include increasing AIDS funding and establishing programs for gay/lesbian youth. 
While this section has treated each policy outcome as a separate entity for simplicity, 
realize that these are actually interconnected. Policy changes in one area often lead to 
changes in another because established policy is often used to justify policy in another area. 
This works both ways. For example, sodomy statutes were used in a case to deny an 
adoption petition to a bisexual applicant. In this case the judge believed the man would 
convert the male child to homosexuality through molestation. The Arizona appellate court 
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upheld the decision reasoning that the state could not condemn homosexual sexual conduct 
and also create a parent that violated this standard (Ricketts and Achtenberg, 1989). In other 
words, the bisexual applicant was turned down as an adoptive parent because of sodomy 
statutes. However, if laws were changed in one area these might often be used to justify 
policy in another. A state which does not condemn homosexual behavior would not use 
homosexuality as a standard to reject an adoption petition. 
In summary, this section has tried to delineate some possible policy changes and 
effects that are both positive and negative. Whether or not policy changes should be 
implemented depends upon weighing the positive and negative outcomes and choosing a 
course of action that promotes the common good. Unfortunately, policy makers and the 
general public do not agree ôn what this is. Ultimately, values determine whether outcomes 
are interpreted as positive or negative and what a desired course of action or policy should 
be. In the next section, the relatively ineffective strategies used by activists in an effort to 
promote change are discussed. 
Strategies for Change 
Ineffective strategies 
The courts have traditionally been the avenue for social change. Blacks fought 
discriminatory voter registration laws, school desegregation and other issues through the 
courts. However, gays and lesbians have found the court system hostile to their cause, a 
recent case being the 1986 Hardwick v. Bowers decision which refused to extend the right 
of privacy to homosexual sexual activity. 
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Decisions against gays and lesbians often follow what the courts call public policy 
(Ricketts and Achtenberg, 1989). Ironically, in the case of employment discrimination, some 
courts have ruled that "public policy prevents all employment decisions that are cruel or 
shocking to the average man's (sic) conception of justice. No court has held that dismissals 
based on an employees's sexual orientation violate public policy" (Harvard Law Review 
Association, 1990:1577). It seems here that public policy is based on public opinion. If the 
community is not shocked when a person is dismissed from employment solely on the basis 
of sexual orientation, then it is not a public policy violation. What the court neglects is that 
these decisions do not just follow previously established policy but make or extend public 
policy as well. 
Although the courts have not always ruled against homosexuals, the best prospect for 
eliminating persecution of gays and lesbians, at least in the case of sodomy statutes appears 
to be legislative action (Harvard Law Review Association, 1990). The drawback is that it 
is a long process and once legal protection is gained in one city, county, or state, the process 
starts all over again somewhere else, emphasizing the need for laws at the federal level. The 
Harvard Law Review Association also notes two other drawbacks: (1) executive orders can 
be subject to référendums or judicial invalidation and (2) city ordinances may not be 
enforceable when they conflict with federal interests or constitutional rights. 
In conclusion, until judicial arguments can be found that would advance the cause of 
equal rights in the legal system, the best avenue continues to be legislative reform. Current 
attempts at changing public policy through the legislature are carried out in a piecemeal 
approach operating at the local level and in some cases the state level. However, in the 1992 
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Presidential campaign, Democratic candidates tend to support gay/lesbian issues more than 
Republican candidates (Norman, 1992). 
Presidential campaigns have attempted to court gay/lesbian voters in the past (Altman, 
1982) and the current campaign is no exception (Norman, 1992). Unless reforms are made 
at the national level, discrimination, violence, and inequity will continue to be a fact of life 
for American citizens who are gay, lesbian, or bisexual. 
Strategies that gays and lesbians can use in their struggle for equality are suggested 
in this analysis of political participation. These include the use of the straight media, 
politicizing recreational gay/lesbian organizations such as bars, promoting the development 
of gay/lesbian identity, emphasizing the importance of coming, out, and stressing 
homosexuality as an alternative lifestyle in straight institutions such as education. 
pQteotial strategies 
The analysis found that straight media had a negative influence on political 
participation both directly and indirectly through external political efficacy. The speculation 
is that straight media may emphasize the gains made by gays and lesbians suggesting that 
further political activity is not needed. Straight media needs to be exploited to stress that 
inequality is still a fact for gay/lesbian citizens. Most importantly, because discrimination 
and perceptions of homophobia are important predictors of political participation for women, 
efforts should be made to publicize these incidents in the straight media which reaches a 
more diverse group of gays and lesbians than gay media. For men, publicizing acts of 
discrimination would reinforce perceptions of unjustness which also predicts political 
participation. Speakers discussing movement success should carefully emphasize that more 
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needs to be accomplished. This would reinforce feelings of internal political efficacy but not 
contribute to external efficacy which predicts lower levels of participation. Political 
demonstrations to some extent are an excellent method of creating media interest in the 
gay/lesbian movement. 
There are two barriers that reduce the potential effectiveness of straight media. The 
first is the reluctance of victims to report assaults and other types of discrimination to law 
enforcement and other organizations for fear that having their names in the media will result 
in further harassment. This stigma is analogous to the reluctance of rape victims to report 
sexual assaults. An alternative method of receiving and using this information is using 
surveys that protect the anonymity of the respondents. This information could then be 
reported to the media. 
The second problem with increasing the use of the straight media is that news 
organizations tend to dramatize the obscure, reporting it as a typical or normal aspect of the 
news event they are reporting. For example, while attending a gay/lesbian pride event on 
a university campus for this research, the media was in attendance. While there were a 
variety of people present at the rally, the person who was prominently displayed on the 
evening news was a man dressed in drag as a fairy. Other types of media tactics used 
against the feminist movement are ignoring the persecution of movement members and 
suggesting that members have achieved their goals (Taylor, 1989). Given the relationship 
between straight media and political participation, this analysis suggests this may also be 
typical for the gay/lesbian movement. 
The relationship between straight media exposure and political participation is negative 
233 
suggesting that higher exposure to straight media reduces political participation. The model 
suggests this is because straight media exposure increases external political efficacy leading 
people to believe that the system is responsive so there is no need to participate. In other 
words, to the extent that straight media emphasizes the success of gays and lesbians, people 
may believe that more political involvement is unwarranted. Heterosexuals may also oppose 
civil rights protection believing that gays and lesbians are adequately protected. This 
position was articulated by an Iowa State Senator arguing that "the constitution does a fine 
job of establishing individual rights" (Howard, 1992). 
Finally, the media can harm a movement through neglect and the creation of public 
panic. Adam (1987) argues that the national media initially covered the AIDS crisis, then 
ignored it until the announcement that Rock Hudson had AIDS. According to Adam (1987), 
media exposure encouraged government research and public panic. Both Adam (1987) and 
Shilts (1987) document cases of AIDS related discrimination and assault. A recent news 
report links the homicide of a gay man in Minneapolis, Minnesota to a hate group calling 
itself the AIDS Commission (Alex, 1992). Until activists can encourage more straight media 
coverage of this type and other gay/lesbian community events in a manner consistent with 
increasing political participation, an obvious recommendation is to increase the distribution 
of gay/lesbian media. Ironically, the letter detailing the homicide of the gay victim was 
mailed to a gay/lesbian newspaper by the individual or group calling itself the AIDS 
Commission. Another possibility of dispersing information that could shape perceptions 
increasing political participation is using the gay bar. 
Attending gay bars was found to decrease internal political efficacy which is an 
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important predictor of political participation. It may be possible to politicize gay/lesbian bars 
by making patrons more aware of potential political issues. Informational leaflets from 
gay/lesbian lobbying groups could be left as well as community newsletters publicizing 
important political events in the gay community. Perhaps an even more important suggestion 
is decreasing the centrality of the gay bar for men. Developing other community institutions 
creates alternatives exposing men to other organizations which may increase their political 
awareness and participation. Attending gay bars is not the problem; a lack of alternatives 
to the gay bar is. 
Promoting identity development is a third strategy. This is difficult because the 
specific individuals to be targeted are unknown. However, promoting positive images of 
gays and lesbians would promote identity development as well as possibly decrease levels 
of homophobia in society. An aspect of promoting identity development is creating more 
openness about homosexuality through coming-out. Because being out of the closet is an 
aspect of the identity development scale used in this analysis and there is a significant 
relationship between identity and political participation, coming-out is an important process. 
The significance of coming-out has been stressed by the gay/lesbian community. 
Queer Nation displays posters of closeted prominent gays and lesbians with the caption, 
"absolutely queer". However, the strategy of outing is not being advocated. First of all, 
promoting the acceptance of gays and lesbians does not mean outing any celebrity. Persons 
who have made important contributions to society are better role models than those who are 
famous for entertainment reasons. Finally, unwilling persons do not make good role models. 
Outing is not an effective strategy because public denials of homosexuality only underscore 
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perceptions that homosexuality is undesirable. 
What is being suggested is that gays and lesbians promote a positive image by using 
historical figures who were gay/lesbian such as Walt Whitman and Eleanor Roosevelt 
(Maddox, 1992) and those who choose to be out of the closet. This position is also 
advocated by Marshall Kirk and Hunter Madsen, two gay authors, who argue that certain 
activities such as public sex or promiscuity "alienate straights and ultimately harm gays" 
(Salholz, 1990). Their suggestion of mounting a publicity campaign using historical figures 
has been renounced by the gay community as homophobic (Salholz, 1990). Yet like Kirk 
and Madsen, I believe the gay/lesbian community must learn to gain the sympathy of 
heterosexual society by dispelling myths about the homosexual lifestyle. One method is 
having willing gays and lesbians "come-out" to society. 
Gay/lesbian activists have known for a long time the significance of coming out or 
being more open about sexual orientation (Salholz, 1990). Recently, coming out has become 
to be viewed not as a personal act done with friends and family but as a public act with 
political ramifications. With limited success gays and lesbians have attracted straight media 
attention with the use of outing. The straight media has not been quick to take the bait 
treating gay and lesbian celebrities like rape victims not disclosing their name underscoring 
the stigma. The analogy between rape and outing has not been lost on those reviewing 
media ethics arguing that not revealing the name underscores the stigma but reporting the 
information opens the door to harassment and possibly violence (Gelman, 1990). Activists 
should change their strategy by publicizing only those that want to be out. Furthermore, the 
power of informal networks should not be denied. Coming out to friends and family is not 
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the same as media exposure but it does have an impact causing those around gays and 
lesbians to rethink their attitudes and policy opinions towards gays and lesbians. Finally, 
the coming-out of everyday people is powerful because they have more in common with the 
general population than a celebrity. Activists should encourage all gays and lesbians to be 
more open about their sexual orientation, not just celebrities or other prominent persons. 
The last strategy involves using straight institutions to disseminate information about 
homosexuality as an alternative lifestyle. Activists are reminded that not all gays and 
lesbians have contact with the gay/lesbian community. Straight institutions may reach a 
more diverse group of gays and lesbians. Like straight media, we do not know which 
specific individuals are being targeted but this may be a more effective means of reaching 
them. One example of a straight institution that can have an impact on political activity is 
education. The data analysis showed that gays and lesbians with higher education also had 
higher levels of internal political efficacy and perceptions of unjustness. We concluded that 
education enhances the cognitive liberation process. 
A current strategy that should be expanded is the use of gay and lesbian speakers. 
Speakers are not only used to educate straight university students but also reach many 
closeted gays and lesbians. This interaction can stimulate the cognitive liberation process 
perhaps even encouraging gays and lesbians to become involved in organization activities. 
Instead of just focusing on university campuses, speakers should become available to meet 
with civic and religious groups that are interested in learning more about the gay/lesbian 
lifestyle. This too has the potential to reach closeted members. Because speakers may be 
the only contact some individuals have with the gay/lesbian community, they should be 
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carefully screened and trained lest they alienate straight and gay/lesbian individuals 
reinforcing homophobia. 
In conclusion, many potentially effective strategies can be used by political activists 
to promote political participation directed at creating equal rights for gays and lesbians. 
These activities would also begin to put anti-gay/lesbian rights supporters on the defensive 
allowing gay/lesbian political activists to gain more control over the agenda and start 
expressing concern over issues that really matter such as AIDS funding, gay bashings, 
discrimination in the work force, and denial of housing. These are the real issues not child 
sexual molestation through recruiting, unisex bathrooms, rampant sexual immorality, and 
higher taxes to pay for investigation of civil rights violations. 
The final chapter is a summary focusing on major points of each chapter and 
discussing implications for future research. 
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CHAPTER 9: SUMMARY 
Because this analysis is one of the few empirical investigations of the gay/lesbian 
rights movement, the findings should be viewed as preliminary but consistent with the 
conceptual model derived from McAdam's political process model. This last section will 
summarize the major points of each chapter emphasizing the implications for future research. 
Casual observers of social movements often point to one or two events as instigators 
of subsequent insurgency. The political process model of social movements recognizes that 
several factors are important when empirically examining any social movement. Concepts 
comprising the political process model explaining the degree of insurgency include 
indigenous organizations, degree of social control, and cognitive liberation. It should be 
noted that social control may be more a part of the analysis for gays and lesbians than for 
other social movements. Because this is a deviance liberation movement (Schur, 1980), 
social control is not just a means of discouraging political participation, but includes 
activities that attempt to prevent gays and lesbians from being who they inherently are. 
While reviewing the history of the gay/lesbian rights movement in Chapter 2, the 
stigma and mistreatment of gays and lesbians in western culture was emphasized. This 
mistreatment is based on two things; recognizing that the family is the basic institution of 
society; and the assumption that homosexuality threatens to destabilize society by dismantling 
the family. This fear results in widespread persecution of homosexuals ranging on a 
continuum from mild intolerance to acts of extreme violence and brutality. The 
stigmatization of homosexuality as expressed through homophobic acts and attitudes is an 
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important aspect of the social milieu from which the gay/lesbian rights movement has 
emerged. 
Reviewing the social movement literature demonstrates that the political process model 
is the appropriate theoretical model because of the social control concept and a recognition 
of social psychological processes. Cognitive liberation or collectively defining the situation 
as unjust and changeable brings movement participants back into the analysis as important 
actors. 
In this research, the individual is the unit of analysis. Variables measuring 
organization/community strength are identity, organization contact and media exposure. 
Variables measuring social control are perceptions of homophobia, experiencing assault, 
being fired from work, and having an intimate relationship ignored by family/friends. 
Cognitive liberation is measured using perceptions of unjustness, internal political efficacy, 
and external political efficacy. Finally, the degree of insurgency is measured using 
frequency of political participation in the gay/lesbian rights movement. 
In the methods chapter the data collection techniques used to distribute surveys to a 
nonrandom or probability sample were reviewed. Items comprising scales were factor 
analyzed and reliability scores computed for the overall, male, and female samples. The 
results revealed that while most concepts could be measured the same way, in some cases 
different indicators were constructed to take into account sex differences. These sex 
differences affected the construction of the identity, organization contact, and perceptions of 
unjustness items. 
The results confirm the importance of concepts borrowed from McAdam's political 
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process model as adapted to this analysis. By far the most important concept in the model 
was indigenous organizations or organization/community strength. Recall that this concept 
was represented by identity or willingness to take on the label of gay/lesbian, organization 
contact, and media exposure. While all three variables are important in varying degrees 
depending on the sample, organization contact was consistent across all three sample types. 
Cognitive liberation is also important using the concepts perceptions of unjustness and 
internal political efficacy. External political efficacy is an important predictor for the overall 
sample and males but it is not in the direction originally predicted. Evidently, people are 
less likely to participate in the political activities measured here if they perceive the 
government as being responsive to their needs. The majority of gays and lesbians do not 
perceive the government as being responsive and also perceive high levels of societal 
homophobia. The social control variables emerged as important predictors of political 
participation for both the overall sample and lesbians. Experiencing assault, perceiving high 
levels of overall societal homophobia, and having intimate relationships ignored by family 
and friends all predict higher levels of political participation. 
Gay and lesbian activists can use the information derived from this analysis to make 
their members more political. As reviewed in the policy chapter, organizations need to 
become more political by shaping the perceptions of their members emphasizing that the 
situation is still unjust but can be changed through the collective actions of individuals. For 
gay males, this means either politicizing gay bars and/or developing alternatives to the bar 
since it reduces levels of internal political efficacy. Activists should expand the distribution 
of gay/lesbian media and influence straight media in order to strengthen feelings of internal 
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political efficacy and perceptions of unjustness. Given the important relationship between 
experiencing discrimination and perceiving high levels of homophobia with political 
participation, activists should emphasize assaults and other discriminatory activity in gay 
media and encourage victims to report incidents to the straight media. 
As mentioned before, the results of this analysis are only preliminary with more 
research necessary to validate the findings. However, as noted, considerable variance was 
explained in political participation. Future research should concentrate on discovering other 
variables that were not considered in this research as well as refining current variables 
helping to explain some of the gender differences in the results. For example, media 
exposure variables worked well for men but not for women. It is suspected that media 
content might play a role here. The results suggest that there are some differences between 
males and females regarding the type of media homosexuals are exposed to but currently the 
data set lacks the information to definitively answer that question. 
Another suggestion is to expand the notion of organization contact by looking at 
informal networking or the everyday interactions that shape people's perceptions and 
cognitions. In many respects these informal networks may be more powerful than formal 
organizations in shaping perceptions given the greater interaction frequency and the fact that 
these interactions may be interpreted as more salient. What is suggested here is that a 
conversation with a sick friend dying from AIDS will do more to influence one's opinions 
on government responsiveness to the AIDS issue than a newspaper article or a speaker at 
some organization meeting. 
Other organizations that lesbians frequent may prove to be better predictors of political 
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participation than the organizations currently considered. Future analysis might consider 
other lesbian organizations such as bookstores. Salient information cannot be uncovered if 
the right questions are not asked. While asking about gay bar attendance was important to 
consider for men, it may not be as appropriate for women. It is possible that some pertinent 
questions went unasked obscuring a comprehensive view of all the barriers and promoters 
of participation within the gay/lesbian liberation movement. 
Alternative methodological approaches should be employed in addition to a quantitative 
analysis because some issues are more amenable to these other methods. For example, 
interviews and participant observations may answer questions surrounding the importance of 
gay bars for the gay male subculture and the process hindering development of internal 
political efficacy. In other words, this research could get more at the process working within 
gay bars that decreases levels of internal political efficacy for men. 
Future research may refine the model. While a path model suggests casual 
relationships that are unidirectional, in reality many relationships are often reciprocal. 
Future research may examine the reciprocal relationships between organization content, 
media exposure, identity development and the degree of social control experienced in order 
to assess their affect on political participation. 
While a multitude of information was gained by this analysis, more work needs to be 
done, not only to understand the dynamics of the gay/lesbian movement but deviance 
liberation movements in general. The role of stigma needs to be more fully evaluated and 
the definition expanded. For this analysis reveals that at least for lesbians, the disadvantage 
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of stigma is an advantage mobilizing more lesbians to be politically active in their fight for 
equality. 
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IOWA STATE UNIVERSITY Department of Sociology 
and Anthropology 
107 Kast Hall 
Ames. Iowa 50011-1070 
Department 515 294-0480 
Chairperson 515 294-8311 
Telex 283359 lASU UR 
FAX 515 294-2303 
( I F  S C I E N C E  A N D  T E C H N O L O G Y  
June 15, 1991 
Gay/Lesbian/Bisexual Survey 
PLEASE READ BEFORE COMPLETING THE QUESTIONNAIRE 
The purpose of this questionnaire is to gather information on the political activity and personal 
relationships of gays/lesbians/bisexuals. The questions on personal relationships cover topics such as 
physical/sexual violence, physical attractiveness and dating behaviors. Also included are attitudes on 
dating and physical violence. 
Closing the gap of information on gays/lesbians and bisexuals and the establishment of 
homosexuality as a legitimate research topic cannot be accomplished without your help. Should you 
choose to participate, all of your individual responses will be kept confîdential. In addition, we ask you 
not to put your name or other identifying information on the questionnaire to protect your anonymity. 
The information collected will be used for research projects. Journal publications and conference 
presentations are also a possibility. 
Some of the questions we ask are very sensitive. While we would like you to complete as much 
of the questionnaire as possible, you may elect not to complete the questionnaire, to omit some items, 
or to stop your participation at any time. We estimate that it will take about 40 minutes of your time 
to complete the survey. Persons and/or organizations that are interested in the results, should contact 
one of us. We will forward a report as soon as the analysis is complete. 
If you elect to participate, complete the survey as completely as possible and return to the contact 
person in a sealed envelope. You may also choose to return the survey directly to us. If you have any 
concerns, or questions about the results, please contact us at the address listed below. TTiank you for 
your time. The success of this research depends upon your participation. Your cooperation is greatly 
appreciated. 
Sincerely, 
/>/ V. 
Lisa K. Waldner 
Sociology Department 
419A East Hall 
Iowa State University 
Ames, lA 50011 
•J Brian Magruder Marlene Fisher 
Sociology Department Sociology Department 
419A East Hall 419A East Hall 
Iowa State University 
Ames, lA 50011 
Iowa State University 
Ames, lA 50011 
(515) 294-4612 
(515) 233-6044 
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